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Preface 
The Ragozin is a Black opening against l .d4. It uses the same pawn structure ( . . .  d5 and . . .  e6) as 
a Queen's Gambit Declined, but its distinguishing feature is the dynamic . . .  .ib4 move, pinning 
the knight on c3 . The starting position of the Ragozin occurs after l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3 .tt:\f3 tt:\f6 
4.lt:'ic3 .ib4. This book also offers a complete repertoire after l .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6 3 .lt:'ic3 ib4, as well 
as a repertoire against the Catalan plus other White options after l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3 .lt:'if3 tt:\f6. 

Our target set-up i s  named after Viacheslav Ragozin, a Soviet grandmaster who lived from 
1 908- 1 962. Its popularity has risen greatly in the last ten or so years, during which it has gone 
from being a relatively obscure defence to a favourite of the world's elite. Levon Aronian is perhaps 
the foremost exponent of the opening. Having seen his success, several other elite players such as 
Magnus Carlsen, Vishy Anand, Anish Giri and Wesley So have also added it to their repertoires . 

Similarly to my first book (Playing the Trompowsky, published by Quality Chess in 2013) , 
this book is intended to provide a strong repertoire which can be used up to the highest level, 
but which is laid out in an easy-to-comprehend way. I have included lots of explanations and 
introductions to the different sections, in order to enable all players from club level upwards to 
grasp the key ideas quickly. Just as in my previous book, I have included a lot of my own blitz 
games from the Internet Chess Club, where I play under the handle "Antidrome" . 

Why play the Ragozin? 

The big appeal for me is that the opening is relatively simple to learn, but still leads to a sound yet 
dynamic position, with chances to fight for the initiative right from the start. This book contains 
detailed analysis in some places, but as long as you are familiar with the ideas you should get a 
good game even if you can't remember all the exact moves. Most of the variations lead to either a 
strategic fight in the middle of the board, or a position in which Black plays for an attack against 
the white king while White tries to make inroads on the queenside. This is important to me, as I 
don't like to allow my opponent to attack my king straight out of the opening. 

Personally I am not involved with chess full-time, as I have worked in finance for the last ten 
years and have two young children. That said, when I do turn up at the chess board, I still want 
to be able to compete with Grandmasters and International Masters , many of whom are chess 
professionals. The hardest area in which to compete with a professional player is in the opening, 
especially with Black. The Ragozin gives you a solid structure with a decent stake in the centre 
right away, and almost all of my recommended lines can be played competently by a strong player 
with minimal opening knowledge. At the same time, this book provides quite a lot of detail ,  
giving you as much information as you want to take in.  

I would like to thank the Quality Chess team for publishing my second chess book, and hope the 
readers will enjoy studying and playing the Ragozin. 

Richard Pert 
Billericay, November 20 1 6  
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Book Structure 

The book provides a complete Black repertoire after 1 .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6, and is split into seven parts, 
with a total of 22 chapters . I 've tried to make the book as user-friendly as possible by giving a 
mini-introduction to each section, highlighting the main options and move orders. In several 
variations I have offered a choice of lines for Black, partly to cater for different playing styles, but 
also to enable you to vary your responses if you wish. I imagine most of you will want to start 
by learning just one line against each White option, and the introductory sections should make 
it easier to choose the most appropriate option for you. They also offer brief descriptions of the 
main plans for both sides. I strongly recommend that you take the time to read the introduction 
to each section before ploughing into the chapters . In many cases, just knowing the main plans 
can be sufficient for you to play the opening competently - though I have, of course, provided 
more detailed analysis as well. 

TheRagozin 

The starting position of the Ragozin occurs after the opening moves l .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6 3 .tll f3 
tt:lf6 4 .tt:lc3 ib4. This is by far the biggest part of the book, accounting for five out of the seven 
sub-sections. This is the position you are likely to reach most commonly after l .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6, 
as it can also arise via the move order 3 .tll c3 ib4 4 .tt:lf3 tt:lf6.  You will find a more detailed 
introduction to this system, including explanations of move orders and common themes, 
beginning on page 1 0 .  Here is a breakdown of the five sub-sections. 

Part I - 5.cxd5 

We start by considering chis fixed central structure. White's most important continuation is 6 .ig5 , 
and in Chapters 1 and 2 I present two responses for Black (6 . . .  Wd6!?  and 6 . . .  h6, respectively) , 
each of which has certain points in its favour. Chapter 3 deals with White's alternatives on move 
6, the most important being 6.Wa4t. 

Part II - 5.J.g5 

This is White's most ambitious and theoretically critical continuation. I recommend 5 . . .  dxc4! ,  for 
reasons explained in the section introduction on page 80. Chapter 4 deals with the relatively minor 
options of 6.a3 and 6.e3, both of which you should be happy to see. The most challenging move 
is 6 .e4, after which I have covered two options for Black. 6 . . .  c5 is a cried-and-tested approach 
which is covered in Chapters 5 and 6. It requires some theoretical knowledge but it leads to a 
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healthy position for Black in all variations. In Chapter 7 I have presented the more experimental 
option of 6 . . .  b5 ! ? ,  which can lead to messy complications. There is not so much established 
theory and my analysis contains a lot of new ideas and novelties, so you can decide whether to 
include this in your repertoire as an alternative to 6 . . .  c5 ,  or even as your primary choice. 

Part III - 5.la4t 

This queen check forces 5 . . .  tlic6. White often includes these moves in different variations, so 
watch out for the many possible transpositions! Chapter 8 deals with a few secondary options, 
including 6.ig5 , when 6 . . .  dxc4! is my choice, being consistent with the previous section. The 
main line is 6 .e3 0-0, and the end of Chapter 8 deals with a few rare continuations from this 
important tabiya. White's two most important moves are 7.'Wc2! ?  and 7.id2, which are analysed 
in Chapters 9 and 1 0  respectively. 

Part IV - 5.Yfb3 

This queen move attacks the bishop while defending the c4-pawn. The active 5 ... c5 is my primary 
recommendation for Black. In Chapter 1 1  we will consider White's alternatives on move 6, as 
well as an interesting secondary option for Black, namely 6 . . .  a5 ! ? .  Chapter 1 2  is devoted to 
6.dxc5,  White's main response. 

Part V - Other 5th moves 

The final Ragozin section deals with White's various other options . Chapter 1 3  covers the Catalan­
style 5 .g3; then Chapter 1 4  discusses 5 .e3, transposing to a Nimzo-lndian. Finally, Chapter 1 5  
deals with the minor option of 5 .id2 followed by the more significant sideline of 5 .'Wc2 . 

Part VI - 3.�c3 J.h4 

The moves may sound like an introduction to the Nimzo-Indian, but remember our move order 
is 1 .d4 d5 (rather than 1 . . .tli f6) 2 .c4 e6, when 3 .tlic3 ib4 can be considered a kind of Nimzo­
QGD hybrid. Black's third move is quite a rare choice in that position, but it has been used by 
some of the world's top players. The reason for playing 3 . . .  ib4 as opposed to 3 ... tlif6 is that we 
don't want to give White the option of an early ig5 followed by e2-e3 and possibly tlige2, as the 
Ragozin-style . . .  ib4 does not work as well there. In most cases we will wait for White to commit 
to e2-e3 or tlif3 before playing . . .  tlif6 ourselves, in order to avoid that scenario. 

White's most popular continuation is actually 4 .tlif3, when 4 . . .  tlif6 takes us into the Ragozin. 
Obviously White has some other options on move 4, which will be analysed in this section of the 
book. The most important of them is 4.e3, when I recommend transposing to a Nimzo-Indian 
with 4 . . .  tlif6, leading to a positional battleground where I don't believe Black's chances are worse. 
From this position, several ofWhite's 5th move options can be found in Chapter 1 6, while 5 .cxd5 
exd5 is analysed in Chapter 1 7. Then Chapter 1 8  deals with White's alternatives on move 4, the 
most important being 4 .cxd5 and 4.a3. 
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Part VII -Alternatives after 3.�6 �f6 

The final part of the book deals with White's other main ideas after 1 .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6 3 .ll'if3 ll'if6.  
The most popular and challenging of them is  the Catalan, which arises after 4 .g3 .  I suggest 
meeting it with 4 . . .  .ib4t, staying as true as possible to our Ragozin theme. Full details can be 
found in Chapters 1 9  and 20. 

4 . .ig5 is another important option, when 4 . . .  .ib4t invites a transposition to the Ragozin after 
5 .ll'ic3 . White can keep the game in independent territory with 5 .llibd2, which will be looked 
at in Chapter 2 1 .  Finally, 4 .e3 is an exception to our rule, as I don't believe in giving a check on 
b4 to exchange White's bishop which has just been blocked in by e2-e3. Instead I consider 4 . . .  a6 
more appropriate, and you can find it analysed in Chapter 22. 

*** 

Finally, let me just point out that this book does not cover White's sidelines on moves 2 and 
3. One of the advantages of the 1 . . .  d5 move order is that we cut out interesting systems like 
the Trompowsky ( 1 .d4 llif6 2 . .ig5) ,  which was the subject of my first book for Quality Chess. 
Obviously White still has a number of options available after l .d4 d5, but most of them are 
harmless and Boris Avrukh has already given excellent suggestions against them in Grandmaster 
Repertoire 11 - Beating J.d4 Sidelines. Similarly, after 1 .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6, the two knight moves 
(3 .ll'if3 and 3 .ll'ic3) are played in the overwhelming majority of games . Other options exist, but 
continuations such as 3 .cxd5 exd5,  3 .g3 ,  3 .e3 and 3 . .if4 can be met with common-sense replies, 
keeping in mind potential transpositions to our main repertoire in the likely event of ll'if3 and/or 
ll'ic3 being played in the near future. 



Introduction to the Ragozin 

Before presenting the main parts of the book, I would like to share a few thoughts about possible 
move orders . I will then show you an inspirational model game, followed by a brief discussion 
of a couple of recurring themes in the Ragozin. I will finish by previewing an important novelty 
I found, which enables Black to play for a win in what had previously been considered a forced 
drawing line. 

Move Orders 

This book advocates a repertoire with I .d4 d5 ,  followed by a combination of . . .  e6, . . .  lllf6 and 
3 . . .  .ib4, with the exact move order depending on what White plays . However, this is not the 
only way to reach the Ragozin, and many of the top players prefer the move order starting with 
l . . .  lllf6. Here is a summary of the different move orders and options available to both sides. 

l .d4 d5 
The alternative is: 

1 ...lt:\f6 
This way Black cuts out the l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3 .lllc3 .ib4 variation, as covered in Part VI of the 
book. However, it only really makes sense for Ragozin players who are also happy to play a 
Nimzo-lndian. 

2 .c4 e6 3 .lllc3 
3 .lllf3 d5 reaches our target position as discussed in the main line below. 

3 . . .  d5 
3 . . .  .ib4 is a good choice if your repertoire already includes the Nimzo-lndian. 
The text move leads to the Queen's Gambit Declined - a perfectly respectable opening of 
course, but this version (with lllc3 having been played instead of lllf3) is not something I would 
recommend as a means of reaching the Ragozin. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
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4.cxd5 
4 .llif3 ib4 is a Ragozin of course, but the 
text move leads to a different type of game. 

4 . . .  exd5 5.ig5 
If instead we had a bishop on b4 rather than 
a knight on f6, the same move could be met 
rather satisfactorily by 5 . . .  "l9xg5!. 

5 ... ib4 
Black tries to maintain the Ragozin set-up, 
but it does not work so well here because 
White has not yet committed his knight to 
f3. 

6.e3 
White can follow up with id3 followed 

by llie2,  with later ideas of f2-f3, or he may 
consider an early "l9b3 .  

a b c d e f g h 
2.c4 

2.llif3 is best met by 2 ... llif6, intending 3.c4 
e6 with our standard position. If White goes 
for a sideline which does not involve c2-c4, 
we may be able to develop the light-squared 
bishop outside the pawn chain. 

2 ••. e6 3.llif3 
I recommend meeting 3 .llic3 with 3 ... ib4! .  

Unlike the position discussed above under the 
l ... llif6 move order, here White is deprived of 
the ig5 pin because we haven't developed our 
knight to f6 yet. 4.llif3 is the most common 
reply, and after 4 . .. llif6 we reach our desired 

Ragozin. (White has cried various ocher moves 
such as 4,cxd5 and 4.e3, which will be covered 
in Part VI of the book.) 

3 .•• llif6 4.�c3 
White has some ocher options such as 4.g3 

(the Catalan) , 4 .ig5 and 4.e3, all of which 
will be discussed in Pare VII .  Of course you 
may already have a favourite line against the 
Catalan, so you can pick and choose which of 
my recommendations you wish to follow in 
chis section. 

4 .•• ib4 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
We have arrived at the Ragozin - the main 

subject of chis book, which is analysed in Parts 
I-V. 

A ModelGame 

For some early inspiration, I 've picked this 
fantastic 20 1 3  game between two of the best 
players in the world. 

Hikaru Nakamura - Shakhriyar Mamedyarov 

Moscow 2013 

1 .d4 tlif6 2.c4 e6 3.tlif3 d5 4.tlic3 .ib4 
5.ti'a4t tlic6 
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The point of White's last move is to force 
Black to put his knight on c6, obstructing the 
. . .  cS break. This is a common position and 
will be covered in detail later in the book. I 
will not look too closely at the opening at this 
stage, and will instead focus on Mamedyarov's 
superb middlegame play. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
6.e3 0-0 7 . .id2 dxc4 

Taking on c4 is a standard plan, releasing the 
tension and planning . . .  eS in the future. 

8.Axc4 a6 
I believe 8 . . .  id6 to be a slightly more 

accurate move order but the game soon 
transposes anyway. Further details about move 
orders can be found in the theoretical part of 
the book. 

9.0-0 i.d6 10.�fadl e5 
Black carries out his thematic pawn push, 

challenging White in the centre and freeing 
the c8-bishop. This position (and similar 
variations) will be analysed in Chapter 1 0 . 

ll.dxe5 
11.dS 11Je7 12 .e4 h6 1 3 .ie2 '1Jg6 leads to 

another thematic structure; Black can either 
play for a kingside attack or challenge White's 
pawn centre by preparing the . . .  c6 break. 

1 1  . . .  �xe5 12  . .te2 
12.l:iJxeS ixeS is also fine for Black, as White 

does not have any effective discovered attacks 
along the d-file. 

12 . . .  �e7 13.tlig5?! 
Nakamura intends '1Je4 but the plan doesn't 

work. 

White should have preferred the more 
conservative 13.�c2, preventing . . .  ifS .  
Play may continue 1 3  . . .  '1Jxf3t 1 4 .ixf3 1'%e8 
intending . . .  ig4, with roughly equal play. 

14.e4 
This drives the bishop away, but it loosens 

White's position and prevents White from 
carrying out his intended knight manoeuvre. 

14.'1Jge4? '1Jxe4 1S .'1Jxe4 bS !  forces 16.�c2+ 
when White has been driven into an unpleasant 
pin. 

14 . . .  i.d7 1 5.�c2 h6 16.�f3 �Ue8 17J�fel 
�fads 

Black has played very simply and developed 
all of his pieces. One of the big advantages of 
playing the Ragozin is that the moves are often 
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simple and easy to find. Now everything is in 
place; Black is sitting comfortably, and can 
play either in the centre or, as in this game, for 
a kingside attack! 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

18.g3 

a b c d e f g h 

22.i.fl hel 
Black sensibly takes the material on offer. 

23J!xel .ig4 24 . .lg2 hf3 25.i.xa 
Now for the killer move . . .  

a b c d e f g h 
25 .. . Yfd6! 

1 3 

Nakamura anticipates the idea of . . .  ll'lxf3t 
and . . .  �e5 . 

18 . . .  �eg4! 

Mamedyarov hits the bishop on d2 while 
threatening . . .  �g3t .  

Threatening . . .  ic5 . The pressure i s  building 
to boiling point! 

19.h3? 
Black has seemingly done nothing special 

but already White (the American number one 
at the time) is in trouble. That said, a further 
weakening pawn move is not the solution. 

19 . . .  tllxfl! 
Black's pieces are perfectly placed, so now is 

the time to strike. This piece sacrifice destroys 
White's kingside structure and opens up his 
king. 

20. i>xfl hh3 
White is in trouble, as both . . .  ic5t and 

. . .  lt'lg4t are on the cards . 

26.ge2 Yf g3t 27.i.g2 lllg4 
The attack practically plays itself. 

28.�dl 

21 .  ©gl hg3 '=' 28 . . .  �e6! 
Material is back to being roughly level , but Bringing a new piece into the attack. 

the white king remains terribly exposed. 
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29.�e3 gc6 30.YNbI YNh2t 31 .r;f;>fl YNf4t 

a b c d e f g h 
White had seen enough! The finish might 

have been 32.©el (32.mgl E:xd2-+) 32 . . .  'Wg3t 
33.mfl lll h2t 34.mgi lll f3t 35 .mfl lllxd2t 
and wins . Total annihilation - and mostly 
using simple developing moves. The beauty 
of the Ragozin is that so often Black ends up 
playing either in the centre or against the white 
king, meaning we get all the fun! 
0-1 

Theme 1: The c4-pawn 

The book is centred around common themes . 
In the Ragozin starting position after four 
moves, White's c4-pawn is hanging, and how 
he deals with it will go a long way towards 
determining the structure and character of the 
game. 

I .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a �f6 4.�c3 .ib4 
When playing the Ragozin, we position our 

bishop actively on b4 and then wait for White's 
response. The biggest issue which White has to 
resolve is what to do about the hanging pawn 
on c4. There are lots of different moves but in 
essence White has three different approaches 
to the problem: 

1) He can exchange the pawn by trading on 
d5, but after . . .  exd5 the c8-bishop will be let 
loose, which may enable Black to drum up a 
kingside attack. 

2) The second option is to maintain the tension 
while defending the c4-pawn with moves like 
e2-e3 or 'Wb3, which will usually lead to a 
dynamic battle in the middle of the board. 

3) White's third option is to continue to 
leave the c4-pawn hanging. If he chooses 
this approach we will look for an opportune 
moment to capture it with . . .  dxc4, usually 
followed by . . .  b5 and . . .  ib7, giving us an extra 
pawn and a strong light-squared bishop. In 
this section I will give a brief example of each 
scenario. 

5.cxd5 
White clarifies the centre and looks for 

queenside play. 

5 .'Wb3 is a possible way to defend the c4-pawn, 
while also attacking the b4-bishop. 5 . . .  c5 
6.dxc5 lll a6 is my recommendation discussed 
in Chapter 1 2 , when 7.a3 ixc3t 8 .'Wxc3 lllxc5 
leads to a long and interesting game. 

5 .ig5 is the main line. I have chosen to 
recommend the bold 5 . . .  dxc4, moving towards 
main line Vienna territory while staying 
consistent with our strategy of grabbing 
the c4-pawn if White allows it. 6 .e3 (6.e4 is 
stronger, and will of course be discussed later) 
6 . . .  b5 White is already under pressure to find 
some accurate moves to avoid being worse; he 
is, after all , a pawn down and we are about to 
land our bishop on the long diagonal .  7 .ie2 
ib7 8 .0-0 a6 9 .a4 lll bd7 10 .axb5 ixc3 
11.bxc3 axb5 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .:B:b l ? ! ( 1 2 .�c2 is equal according to the 
engines but Black's position is surely easier to 
play) 1 2  . . .  :B:a5! 1 3 .lLid2 �a8 Black is a pawn 
up with easy play. 

5 ... exd5 6.'i;Ya4t 
We saw the same idea on the previous move 

in the Nakamura - Mamedyarov game. White 
is preventing any . . .  c6 or . . .  c5 ideas , in the 
short term at least. 

6 .. . ti)c6 7.i.g5 h6 s.J.xf6 'i;Yxf6 9.e3 0-0 
IO.i.e2 a6 

We have reached quite a popular position. 
White has stopped any . . .  dxc4 ideas and will 
most likely aim for a thematic minority attack 
on the queenside. I like Black's chances though 
- he has the two bishops, and the . . .  exd5 move 
has opened the path of the c8-bishop towards 
the kingside. 

1 1 .0-0 i.e6 12JUcl i.d6 13.'i;Ydl �e7 
14.�a4 b6 1 5.a3 g5! 

s i.B B ��-
1 ����--,y,-��J.rJ----��-�-----;Y-'-'''-'. �%1-� 
6 if� •-*-� fj 
5 

,,,, ,%� .,�� ,,, ,,Y,.,,,, 

4 �� ����,( Y,� ·��� ,,,,,%�;!'��� 
3 � � f�ctJ-
2 

,,,,,%��� � -� [j -� ,�£····%���!�····%rM"'' 1 � f��- �� 
a b c d e f g h 

Black gets the attack going. Objectively the 
position may only be equal and it has been 
tested at the highest level, but let's be honest 
- Black is going to have all the fun on the 
kingside! 

Theme 2: Reacting to a2-a3 

When showing this repertoire to Ed, a 
gentleman whom I teach from time to time in 
London, he mentioned that he wasn't sure how 
to react to a2-a3 . Under what circumstances 
should Black exchange his bishop for the 
knight on c3, and when should the bishop 
retreat? I think the simplest answer is that 
if White has played active, forcing moves, 
then you nearly always need to trade on c3, 
as this saves a tempo (as White will have to 
recapture) and can be followed by a move 
like . . .  c5 hitting the centre, or . . .  b5 to defend 
the extra pawn on c4. On the other hand, 
if White is playing cautiously and has made 
some minor concessions in anticipation 
of . . .  ixc3 , then you will probably want to 
drop the bishop back and keep the bishop 
pair. Let me give you some examples of each 
scenario. 
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I .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a 
The other main direction is 3 .tlic3 i.b4 4.e3 

tlif6, and now we will see two examples where 
it makes sense to keep the bishop: 

a) 5 .tlige2 dxc4 6 .a3 White is ideally placed to 
recapture with the second knight on c3, so . . .  

6 . . .  i.a5 ! 

b) 5 . cxd5 exd5 6 .i.d3 0-0 7 .tlige2 �e8 8 .a3 

a perfect time to switch plans and keep the 
bishop. 8 . . .  i.d6! The bishop is well placed to 
support a future kingside attack. 

3 .. .  tlif6 4.tlic3 i.b4 5.i.g5 
This is an active and ambitious choice, which 

also leaves the c4-pawn hanging. I recommend 
taking it, for reasons that will be discussed 
more fully in the introduction to Part II on 
page 80.  

5 . . .  dxc4 

6.a3 
6.Wi'a4t tlic6 7.a3 is another forcing 

continuation, when 7 . . .  i.xc3t! is the right 
choice, as it enables Black to keep hold of 
the c4-pawn. (Instead 7 . . .  i.e7? ! 8 .e3t allows 
White to recapture our pawn at his leisure, 
with a small but risk-free advantage.) 8 .bxc3 

a b c d e f g h 
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8 . .  .'&d5!  With . . .  b5 to follow. 

6 . . .  hc3t! 
White has played only active moves so far, 

so we need to take on c3 and hit back in the 
centre. 

6 . . .  ii.e7? 7.e4± allows White to take complete 
control. 

6 . . .  ii.a5 7.e4 gives Black a worse version of a 
Vienna, as the extra a2-a3 move helps White. 

7.hxc3 c5 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
8.e3 cxd4 9.exd4 

Ideally White would prefer to recapture 
with the c-pawn, but 9 .cxd4?! is well met by 
9 . .  .'&a5t! 1 0 .°&d2 c3 . This is only possible 
because Black has played energetically and 
avoided losing time on the previous few moves. 

9 .. . l£ibd7 10.hc4 �c7 
Black will benefit from long-term pressure 

against the backward c3-pawn after . . .  b6, 
. . .  Ji.b7 and . . .  E:c8, which will come in the 
fullness of time. See Chapter 4 for full details 
of these lines . 

A Novelty to Avoid a Forced Draw 

I am an amateur player and the majority of 
my games are against lower-rated players, so 
I am usually not happy to draw - even with 
Black. Therefore, when choosing an opening 
repertoire, I have to aim not only to reach a 
playable position, but also to avoid allowing 
any forced drawing lines. In this book I have 
gone out of my way to avoid any perpetual 
checks and other drawing lines, though I will 
of course point out where such possibilities 
exist. Here is one example where I found an 
interesting novelty to avoid exactly this type 
of problem. 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 l£Jf6 4.�c3 i.b4 
5.i.g5 

Against most other moves, Black can get a 
playable position with minimal theoretical 
knowledge. I consider the text move to 
be the absolute critical test, and the one 
system I would recommend spending more 
time on. It will receive detailed coverage in 
Chapters 4-7. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
5 . . .  dxc4!? 

Despite being a seemingly riskier approach 
- transposing into a main line Vienna - Black 
scores best with this move. According to my 
database, it is the only option with which 
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Black scores more than 50%. It also fits in with 
one of our major themes, namely capturing 
the loose pawn on c4 at the right moment. 

5 . . .  h6 is popular amongst the world's elite, 
who are usually happy to draw with Black. 
Unfortunately, it seems to give White the 
option of a draw if he wants it, as the main 
line continues : 6 .ixf6 �xf6 7.e3 0-0 8 .Ei:cl 
dxc4 9 .ixc4 c5 1 0 .0-0 cxd4 l 1 .lllxd4 id7 
1 2 .�b3 ll:lc6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .lllxc6 ixc3 1 4 .E!:xc3 ixc6 1 5 .ib5 id5 
1 6.ic4 ic6 1 7 .ib5= With a repetition. 

6.e4 
Again a critical choice. 

6 .e3 has been played against me in several 
practical games, but 6 . . .  b5 gives Black 
excellent prospects . 7 .i.e2 ib7 8 .0-0 a6 9 .a4 
ll:lbd7 1 0 .axb5 ixc3 l l .bxc3 axb5 is a possible 
continuation which was mentioned earlier on 
page 14 .  

6 . . .  c5 
I have also included a secondary, offbeat 

repertoire involving 6 . . .  b5 ! ? .  For those 
who want to minimize their study time 
and/or surprise their opponents, this seems a 
reasonable option. See Chapter 7 for further 
details. 

9 .id2 is an equally important move to study. 
It leads to a more positional game, where 
White is hoping for a slight but enduring 
edge. See variation B of Chapter 6 for more 
details. 

9 . . . .L:c3t 10.bxc3 Y!ixc3t 1 1 .©fl 
l 1 .ltie2?? �xc4t 1 2 .©f3 �c3t is winning 

for Black. 

1 1  ... gxf6 
l l . . .�xc4t?? is no good here, as 1 2 .ltigl  

gxf6 1 3 .Ei:c l +- exploits the hanging bishop 
on c8. 

12J�cl Y!ia5 13.i.b5t 
This is absolutely the most critical line that 

you can encounter when playing on the Black 
side of this opening, and is one of the few areas 
where you need to memorize some details. At 
the highest level it can be regarded as an all-out 
drawing attempt by White, as the main line 
has been analysed out to a perpetual check. 

1 3 .h4 is the most common continuation, 
intending to develop the rook on h3 . This will 
be discussed more in the theoretical section; 
here I will just mention that the main line 
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continues 1 3  ... We? 1 4.l:!h3 tlic6 1 5.tlixc6t 
bxc6 1 6.l:!d3 l:!d8 l 7.l:!xd8 Wxd8 with 
approximate equality. 

a b c d e f g h 
13 .. . tllc6!N 

In this well-known position I found this 
striking novelty to avoid an instant draw. I 
can't even tell you how many hours of study it 
took me to find this idea, as I was desperate to 
play this line of the Vienna whilst having a way 
of avoiding a forced draw. 

1 3  ... @e? is the usual move, when the main 
line runs as follows : 1 4.e5 fXe5 1 5.Wh5 tlid7 
1 6.Wg5t @f8 1 7.l:!xc8t l:!xc8 1 8  . .Axd? Wd8 
White can and must force a perpetual with: 

line first occurred in 1 988 according to my 
database, and it has been repeated in more 
than thirty games since. In Chapter 6 I have 
presented full analysis of this line as well; 
after all, a draw with Black can be considered 
a theoretical success, and there could be 
times when this would be a satisfactory 
outcome. 

I double- and triple-checked all the variations 
in the above line after 1 3  ... @e7, before finally 
coming all the way back to the start of the line 
and finding the text move. It initially looks like 
a blunder which loses material, but things are 
nowhere near that simple ... 

14J�xc6 
The critical test. Other tries are examined in 

Chapter 6. 

14 ... bxc6 15.i.xc6t @e7 16.b8 �a6t 
White is a piece up for the moment, but his 

coordination is poor and the a8-bishop is short 
of squares. 

a b c d e f g h 
17.@gl 

1 7.We2 Wxe2t 1 8.@xe2 ( 1 8.tlixe2? !  ia6+) 
1 8  ... ia6t 1 9.@e3 l:!xa8 regains the piece to 
reach a roughly equal endgame. 

17 . . .  J.d7i 
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White's bishop is trapped, and he must 
decide what to do about it. If he tries too hard 
to hang on to his extra material, he might 
easily fall into a hopeless position. Full details 
can be found in variation C32 of Chapter 6 .  



PART I 

5.cxd5 



Introduction to 5.cxd5 exd5 

We will begin our investigation by looking at the fixed central structure which occurs after: 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tllf3 tllf6 4.tlic3 i.b4 5.cxd5 exd5 

8 .1•..t�·� �� 
7 �·,_-,_,,,%� ·-·· 
6 uh� h��- X� 

�� �� ',,.,,,,;� 
5 ��-�����-� 4 �!�� - �  
3 ..... �m-···%��� ��-%' � �0%�0" 2 �J�. '/ ��J,��JrJ 1� -if��-� 

a b c d e f g h 
White has opted to clarify matters in the centre before proceeding with further development. 

The advantage of doing so is that he immediately rules out the possibility of . . .  dxc4, which - as we 
will see later in the book - can be quite an effective way of creating confusion in the White camp. 
The downside, from White's perspective, is that Black gets a chance to develop his light-squared 
bishop to an active post on e6, f5 or g4. 

I believe this puts the onus on White to play aggressively with moves like i.g5 . Ifhe tries to take 
a positional stance then Black's active bishops should guarantee at least equality. In my personal 
experience, I've found this to be a common reaction to the Ragozin amongst club players seeking 
easy development, though of course it has been heavily tested at GM level too. 

6.i.g5 
The main move, immediately developing the bishop to its best square. I regard this move as 

White's only serious try for an advantage after 5 .cxd5 ,  although he has tried several other moves . 
Here is a brief list of the alternatives and where you can find them: 

6 .Wa4t can be found in Chapter 3. This is the only other move which has been played 
regularly at the highest level in this position, so I will say a bit more about it here. 
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The main line runs 6 . . .  lll c6 7.i.g5 h6 8 .ixf6 
Wxf6 9.e3 0-0 1 0 .ie2 a6 1 1 .0-0 ie6. World 
Champion Magnus Carlsen has played this for 
White but, with two strong bishops and active 
prospects on the kingside, I can't see how 
Black can be worse. That said, it is important 
to familiarize ourselves with the ideas, and you 
can find everything you need to know in the 
relevant chapter. 

White has a host of minor moves including 
6.if4, 6.a3, 6 .id2 and 6.Wc2, all of which are 
covered in Chapter 3 .  

6 .Wb3 c5  transposes to  the 5 .Wb3 Ragozin as 
covered in Chapter 1 1 . 

6.e3 0-0 is a harmless version of the Nimzo­
lndian line covered in Chapter 1 7, where 
White prefers a set-up with id3 and lllge2 . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

From this popular posmon I decided to 
cover two options for Black: 

The rare but respectable 6 . . .  '!Wd6!? is the subject 
of Chapter 1 .  Black steps out of the pin and 
prepares an immediate . . .  lll e4, asking White 
what he is going to do about it. Despite how 
little it is played, the move seems fully reliable 
and I have no hesitation in recommending it. 
Incidentally, Larry Kaufman does not mention 
the queen move in his repertoire book, only 
considering 6 . . .  h6 and 6 . . .  lll bd7. 

6 . . .  h6 is a more popular option which will 
be covered in Chapter 2. This is a more 
adventurous move, immediately challenging 
the bishop with a view to meeting i.h4 with a 
later . . .  g5 and . . .  lll e4. Our main line continues 
7.ih4 (7.ixf6 is a less ambitious move which 
leads to equality, as shown in variation A of 
Chapter 2) 7 . . .  lll bd7 8 .e3 g5 9 .i.g3 lll e4 with 
dynamic play; see variation B of Chapter 2 for 
full details. 



Chapter 1 

6.ig5 �d6!? 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.� c3 i.b4 5.cxd5 exd5 6.i.g5 �d6!? 

A) 7.e3 26 
B) 7.i.xf6 �xf6 28 

Bl} 8.e3 28 
82) 8.�a4t 29 
83) 8.�b3 30 

C) 7.�d2 i.f5 3 1  
Cl) 8.i.xf6?! 32 
C2) 8.e3 34 
C3) 8.�b5 36 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lilf'3 tllf6 4.lilc3 .ib4 
5.cxd5 exd5 6 • .ig5 Wi'd6!? 

�W�I!.! 6 .. . . . %� ----·%s �-----%m �� - "�' Wi;r 
5 ��-��A���� 4 �!�� - �  3 �-----��----%-�-
2 8�'-------8D8·� 
1 �----%�1mJZB� 

a b c d e f g h 
White has three ways of dealing with the 

. . .  ti:\e4 threat: he can ignore it with A) 7.e3, 
remove the knight with B) 7 . .ixf6, or guard 
the e4-square with C) 7.ltld2. 

7.°1Wc2? !  ti:le4!N leaves White without a 
satisfactory answer. 

7.:!'k l ti:le4 8 . .ih4 0-0 
8 . . .  Wh6!?N is interesting, with similar ideas 
as in the line below. However, after 9 .e3 
Black must avoid 9 . . .  .ig4? because 1 0 .Wb3 
.ixc3t 1 1 .bxc3± gives White too much 
counterplay. 9 . . .  0-0 is better, transposing to 
the line below. 

9 .e3 

a b c d e f g h 

9 . . .  '\Wh6!N 
A nice way to utilize the queen's placement 
on the sixth rank! Black gets ready to meet 
ig3 with . . .  ti:lxg3 ,  as the h-pawn will now 
be pinned. 
9 . . .  c5 was equal in Gorelov - Rashkovsky, 
Volgodonsk 1 98 1 ,  but Black can play more 
ambitiously. 
9 . . .  .ig4 1 0  . .ie2 Wh6! was the move order of 
the game quoted in the note to Black's 1 1 th 
move below. However, White could have 
improved with 1 O.h3! ,  when it is not so easy 
for Black to make the . . .  '1Wh6 plan work. 

1 0 .ie2 ig4 
We have momentarily transposed to an old 
game, having avoided the improvement 
noted above. 

1 1 .°1Wb3 
1 1 ..ig3? ti:lxg3 forces 1 2 .fxg3 , when 
1 2  . . .  Wxe3 picks up a free pawn; there is also 
1 2  . . .  ti:ld7! ? ,  with a clear positional advantage. 

s.lli � �· 7 -� .... � •. ,v, •• .. ... %�� .... %� ��� .... %� 6 �� �� ��'\ .... 
5 ��-� �� �� ��-, 4 �� f�'i)�.i.� 
3 �;� .... %��- -.... 

2 �n . . . .  · 'B:f��� ..... %?m�; -� .. .. %.: 
a b c d e f g h 

1 1 . . .ti:lc6!N 
The strongest move, developing another 
piece and maintaining the tension. 
1 1 . . .ixc3t is playable, but after 1 2 .bxc3 
ixf3 1 3 .gxf3 '1Wxh4 1 4.fxe4 Wxe4 1 5 .:!!g l  
the situation was unclear in  Banszky -
Karafiath, Hungary 1 967; White has decent 
compensation for the pawn. 

1 2 .°1Wxd5 :1!ae8 
l 2 . . .  :1!fe8 may transpose in a few more 
moves. 
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1 3 .0-0 .ixf3 1 4.gxf3 
14 . .ixf3? !  .ixc3 wins a piece for insufficient 
compensation. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  lllxc3 1 5 .bxc3 Wxh4! 

1 5  . . .  .ia3 1 6 .Wg5 Wxg5t 1 7.ixg5 ixc l 
1 8 .i'l:xc l�  gives White an extra pawn and 
two strong bishops to compensate for the 
exchange. 

1 6.cxb4 i'l:e6 1 7.Wd? i'l:d8! 
17 . . .  i'l:h6 can be met by 1 8 .Wxc? when 
White survives. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8 .Wxc7 lllxd4 1 9 .exd4 i'l:xe2t 

White's extra pawn is outweighed by his 
exposed king and Black's active pieces. 

A) 7.e3 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e g h 
Quite a rare choice. It turns out that White 

can get away with ignoring the . . .  lll e4 idea, but 
he can hardly hope for an advantage. 

7 . . . tlle4 s.i.£4 
8 .i'l:c l N seems playable, if harmless. A logical 

continuation is 8 . . .  lllxg5 9 .lll xg5 h6 10 .lll f3 
ig4 1 1 .ie2 llld7 1 2 .a3 .ixc3t 1 3 .i'l:xc3 0-0 
1 4.0-0 c6 with equal play. 

8 .Wc2 gives Black a choice between a risky 
continuation and a sensible one: 

a) 8 . . .  Wg6! ?  leads to wild play. My analysis 
continues: 9 .id3 f6N The consistent move, 
targeting g2 . 1 0 .0-0! ( 1 0 .ih4 Wxg2 1 1 .iie2 
lllxc3t 1 2 .bxc3 .ig4+) 1 0  . . .  .ixc3 1 1 .bxc3 
fXg5 1 2 .c400 This position is hard to evaluate 
- Black is a whole knight up but White has a 
serious initiative. A sample line runs: 

a b c d e f g h 
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12 . . .  g4 13 .llie5 Wh6 1 4 .cxd5 llid6 15 .Wxc? 
0-0 16.ig6 ( 1 6.l:!ab l ! ?� is also interesting) 
1 6  . . .  hxg6 17.Wxd6 g500 White has obvious 
compensation, but any result is possible. 

b) 8 . . .  llixg5 is a far simpler solution, 
especially in conjunction with the following 
improvement: 9.llixg5 

8 i.a1.i. �·� • 
7 -�,--- �.r.-, 6 , , , , ,%� , , , , , %.�� " - - - - %� �� ,,,,,z� �f"'"� 5 � � · � ;�: 4 "� "� "B'------� 
3 

' " ""�----Z��� 
2 'w�\ilii�-�----�Wi% 'Wtw o�dl§� �do�o g{----%� �m�•g 

a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  Wg6!N (9 . . .  c6 10 .id3 h6 1 1 .llif3 ie6 
12.0-0 llid7 1 3 .l:!fcU Beradze - Rambaldi, 
Khanty-Mansiysk 20 1 5) 10 .Wxg6 hxg6 
l 1.id3 c6= Objectively it's equal, but Black 
can certainly tty to make the bishop pair 
count. 

1 1 . . .llic6 12.Wb3 g5 13 .J.g3 ie6 14.Wc2 f5�) 
1 1 . . .c5 Threatening . . .  c4 . 12.dxc5 ixc3t 
1 3 .bxc3 llixc5 14 .Wc2= 

9.Ld6 lllxdl t IO.ixb4 �xb2 1 U�cl c6 
1 1 . . .llic6! ?  looks odd but there does not seem 

to be anything terribly wrong with it: 1 2 .ia3 
llia4 1 3 .ib5 llib6 1 4 .l:!xc6 (or 1 4 .ixc6t bxc6 
1 5 .l:!xc6 llic4 followed by . . .  'iild7) 1 4  . . .  bxc6 
1 5 .ixc6t id? 16.ixa8 llixa8 

a b c d e f g h 
1 7 .0-0 llib6 1 8 .l:!c l llic4 1 9 .l:!b l llib6 White 
has a slightly better structure but it will be 
difficult for him to make much progress. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e 
12.l:k2 l£ic4 

1 2  . . .  llia4! ?00 {intending 1 3 .ib5 llib6) is an 
ambitious attempt to hang on to the extra 
pawn, although White certainly has some 
compensation for it. 



28 Part I - Ragozin 5 .cxd5 

13.i.xc4 dxc4 14Jhc4 i.e6= 
Black has returned the extra pawn to reach 

a safe and equal position - although there is 
obviously still plenty of scope for a stronger 
player to win with either colour. 

B) 7 • .ixf6 %Yxf6 

8 � --*--··� �.i 
7 Af1·;-��/rm·1 
6 ..... %� 

••••• %� 
� •••• • %

� 5 �u Tu" 111J ��-'l'���/%�� �� 4 •rll • � 
3 -----�m-···%� �� ��/� ..... ;� ��-%��-� 2 8rll -8rll8rtJ 
1 �----%� VmJrn: 

a b c d e f g h 
This is a common try for White but I struggle 

to see how Black can be worse, given that he 
holds the two bishops. It is worth mentioning 
that an almost identical position can occur 
after 6.i.g5 h6 7 . .ixf6 '1Wxf6, as discussed in 
variation A of the next chapter. Generally the 
placement of the pawn on h7 instead ofh6 will 
not alter the evaluation a great deal. 

We will consider Bl)  8.e3, B2) 8.%Ya4t and 
B3) 8.%Yb3. 

Bl )  8.e3 0-0 9.i.e2 

9 .i.d3 i.g4 is fine for Black. 

9 .'1Wb3 has a played a few times. I suggest 9 . . .  c5 ,  
which has occurred in several games in the 
similar position with the pawn on h6, which 
makes no real difference. See variation Al of 
the next chapter on page 40 for full details. 

9 ... c6 10.0-0 tild7 
1 0  . . .  i.fS ! ?  1 1 .'1Wb3 We7= is also perfectly 

satisfactory. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
l l .a3 i.d6 12.b4?! 

It may seem harsh to call this natural move 
dubious, but White should be concentrating 
on equalizing. 

1 2 .e4 dxe4 1 3 .lLlxe4 We7 1 4 .lt:\xd6 '1Wxd6= 
would have been better. 

12  •.. %Ye7 13.b5 
The minority attack is an absolutely typical 

plan for this structure, so it is useful to see how 
Black deals with it. 

13 • • .  tllf6 14.bxc6 bxc6 15.a4 
This move saves the a-pawn but weakens the 

b4-square, a point highlighted by Black's next 
move. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
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1 

a b c d e f g h 
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15  . . .  a5! 16.l£id2 i.f5 17.�b3 gfbs+ 
Fier - Yu Yangyi, Dubai 20 14 .  White's play 

from move 1 2  onwards was far from perfect; 
nevertheless , the way Black dealt with the 
minority attack and took over on the queenside 
is highly instructive. 

B2) 8.Yf a4t �c6 

As we will see throughout the Ragozin section, 
White can include these moves at virtually any 
time he wants, until Black has castled. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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1 

a b c d e f g h 
9.e3 
9.llJeS? !  

I encountered this move in a league match in 
20 1 6, and went on to win a most enjoyable 
game. 

9 . . .  0-0 l O.llJxc6 ixc3t l l .bxc3 bxc6 12 .g3 
1 2 .e3 Wg6+ occurred in another game, and 
after the further 13 .E:c l if5 1 4 .g4? ie4 
White was already losing in Schnabel -
Diez, Germany 1 993.  

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  aS !  

Best, although 12 . . .  ifS 1 3 .ig2 E:fe8 14 .Wa6 
h5t is also promising. 

1 3 .e3? 
White had to try 1 3 .ig2 ia6 14 .if3 E:fe8 
1 5 .0-0 ixe2 16 . .ixe2 E:xe2 followed by 
grovelling to make a draw. 

1 3  . . .  E:b8! 14 .ie2 E:b2 
White is unable to get his king to safety, and 
I was able to finish the game in good style. 

1 5 .Wa3 E:xe2t! 1 6 .<;t>xe2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . .  ia6t 

l 6 . . .  ig4 t! was even more accurate, when 
1 7.<;t>fl Wf3 1 8 .E:gl We2t 1 9 .<;t>g2 if3t 
20 .<;t>h3 f5 2 1 .We? Wxf2-+ leads to mate. 
The text move is perfectly sufficient though. 

1 7.c4 ixc4t l 8 .<;t>d2 Wxf2t 1 9 .<;t>cl  .ifl ! 
20.Wb2 Wf3 

White resigned in McMahon - R. Pert, 
London 20 1 6, as Black is poised to win the 
h l -rook and, inevitably, the game. 
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10 ... i.g4 1 1 .i.e2 i.e6 12.0-0 a6 
I will say more about chis type of position 

in variation D of Chapter 3, which deals with 
6.Wfa4t. A brief example continued: 

8 
7 
6 
5 4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
13J�acl i.d6 14.a3 �e7= 

Cox - Fressinet, Isle of Man 20 14 .  You can 
find an almost identical position on page 70 , 
except chat the pawn is on h7 here instead ofh6. 
It makes no real difference to the evaluation, 
so I refer you to the later chapter for a more 
detailed discussion of such positions. 

B3) 8.'1rb3 

8 � -..t�•� �.i 
7 &fl,;-�-·--· ----

-%� -----%� �r-<r---%� 6 �� ��
E

� 5 ��-'l'0�A���� 4 m w� m � 
3 w�-

-
--%-�� ��-ef'------� ��-� ��-� 2 8wt] m8wt]8wtJ 

1 �----%� �=�� -� 
a b c d e f g h 

8 . . .  Ylb6! 
8 . . .  Wf d6 has been played more frequently 

but I was unable to find equality after: 9 .e3!  
(9 .a3 is no problem: 9 . . .  i.xc3t 1 0 .Wfxc3 0-0 
1 l .e3 i.f5 1 2 .E:c l c6 1 3 .Wfb3 b6 1 4.Wfb4 Wfe6 
1 5 .Wfc3 E:c8= followed by . . .  lll d7, Hort -
Larsen, Hastings 1 972) 9 . . .  i.f5!?N Otherwise 
i.d3 gives White an ideal sec-up. 1 0 .i.e2 
( I O .lllh4! ?) 1 0  . . .  0-0 1 1 .0-0 c6 1 2 .a3 i.xc3 
1 3 .bxc3 White is slightly better. 

9.a3 
9.e3 leads to a normal game where chances 

are level. 9 . . .  c6 1 0 .i.d3 llld7 1 1 .0-0 0-0 1 2 .a3 

a b c d e f g h 

Here 1 2  . . .  i.e7 gave Black a good game in 
Wojtaszek - lzoria, Moscow 2005 ,  but I would 
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prefer the more active 1 2  . . .  �d6N. Objectively 
it's equal, but I would take Black's bishop pair 
if given the choice. 

9 .•. �a5!? 
9 . . .  �xc3t 1 0 .'\Wxc3 0-0 1 l .e3 �f5 is also 

okay for Black, and is similar to the Larsen -
Hort game mentioned above. The text move 
is more ambitious, as Black wants to keep the 
bishop pair. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
10.°1Wc2 

1 0 .°1Wxb6 �xc3t 1 l .bxc3 axb6 1 2 .e3 �e6 
is equal, although Black can certainly try to 
exploit the weak a-pawn. Black could also 
consider 1 o . . .  axb6! ? ,  hoping to play . . .  c6 and 
. . .  b5 to preserve his bishop. Obviously 1 1 .b4?? 
�xb4 is no good for White, but 1 1 .:E'i:c 1 ! keeps 
things roughly balanced. 

10 •.. �f5! 
This is a common tactical theme which we 

will see in some other variations too. 

1 1 .°1Wa4t 
l 1 .'\Wxf5 ? '\Wxb2 1 2 .:E'i:b l ( 1 2 .:E'i:d l  i.xc3t 

1 3 .tlld2 tll c6-+ ; 1 2 .'\WcSt r:Jde7 1 3 .1Wxh8 
'\Wxa l t 1 4 .r:Jdd2 1Wxc3t-+) 1 2  . . .  1Wxc3t 1 3 .iid l 
0-0 1 4 .'\Wxd5 tll c6+ favours Black. 

1 1  . . .  �d7 12.°1Wc2 

8 � � �- � �� 
7 &f&"mfuiw-1 

"Nil"� �- "� 6 % "� �� ·� 
: �� �:A���� 

';& �% ,,,,z,,,,%� �� 3 r!f: m �ltJ� 
2 ""'�dii� f�f� 

�f"� �=:f·� 
a b c d e f g h 

12  ••• �f5 
This was played in the only game, in which 

Black was evidently satisfied with an early 
draw. Should you wish to play for a win, there 
are two decent options : 

1 2  . . .  ixc3t 1 3 .1Wxc3 0-0 1 4 .e3 if5 1 5 .i.d3 
i.xd3 1 6.1Wxd3 tlld7 1 7 .0-0 :E'i:fe8 1 8 .:E'i:ac l c6 
1 9 .:E'i:c2 tll f6= 

1 2  . . .  '\Wg6 1 3 .1Wxg6 i.xc3t 1 4.bxc3 hxg6= In 
both cases, the chances are level but a lot of 
play remains. 

13.°1Wa4t �d7 14.°1Wc2 �f5 
A draw was agreed in Kasimdzhanov - Yu 

Yangyi, Sharjah 20 14. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

C) 7.llld2 

a b c d e f g h 
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Arguably the critical try, as it pre-empts 
Black's plan while avoiding simplifications, but 
it is a concession to drop the knight back to an 
inferior square. 

7 . . .  i.f5! 
I believe this is Black's best approach, as he 

activates the bishop while delaying the decision 
as to whether to move the c-pawn one or two 
squares . 

A solid alternative is: 
7 . . .  c6 8 .e3 

8 .Wc2 h6 9 .li:ib5 ixd2t 1 0 .ixd2 We? 
1 1 .li:ic3 0-0 1 2 .e3 c5 1 3 .li:ie2 ll:ie4 1 4 .dxc5 
ll:ic6= lnarkiev - Khalifman, Fuegen 2006. 

8 . . .  if5 9 .Wb3 
9 .a3 ia5 1 0 .b4 id8 was okay for Black in 
Kluger - Taimanov, Marianske Lazne 1 962. 

9 . . .  li:ibd7 
9 . . .  We7 occurred in Polugaevsky-Taimanov, 
Rostov-on-Don 1 96 1 ,  when 10 .ixf6N 
would have promised White a slight edge. 

�,T.llT� 6 ... ,,%� r-� ..... %� 
s �� '&"•I·�;� ��-,0��-%���� 4 �� � • � 
3 -�"""��� ��-if"""%'"//{''""�·% ��-0 2 t!:J W!f 'ID ef� t!:J � 

. .. . � . . . .  % ... . . . :�·11� ·: 
a b c d e f g h 

1 0 .a3 ixc3 
1 0  . . .  ia5 1 1 .Wxb? 0-0 gives Black some 
compensation for the pawn, but after l 2.if4 
We6 1 3 .ie2 a6 1 4.Wb3 c5 1 5 .Wa4 ixc3 
1 6.bxc3 c4 1 7.0-0 ga7 White is better. 

1 1 .bxc3 b6 1 2 .c4 0-0 1 3 .if4 We6 14 .ie2 c5 
White had a tiny edge with the two bishops, 

but Black's position remained perfectly 
playable in Sanikidze - Harikrishna, Cappelle­
la-Grande 20 1 2. 

After my recommended move, White's three 
main tries are Cl)  8.i.xf<i?!, C2) 8.e3 and 
C3) 8.�b5. 

8.gcl c6 9 .e3 li:ibd7 1 0 .a3 ia5 1 1 .if4 We? 
1 2 .ie2 0-0 1 3 .0-0 h6N ( 1 3  . . .  b5 ? !  1 4 .li:ib3;t 
Lorparizangeneh - Wang Hao, Abu Dhabi 
20 1 4) 1 4 .b4 ib6 1 5 .ll:ib3 g[eg reaches a 
normal position with chances for both sides. 

Cl)  8.i.xf6?! 

8 . . .  tYxf6! 9.�xd5?! 
9 .e3 c6 gave Black a pleasant game in 

Sviridova - Zhai Mo, Pune 20 14 ,  as White 
has yielded the bishop pair for nothing. 
Nevertheless, this is White's best continuation, 
effectively admitting the previous error. 

The text move has not yet been tested, but we 
should of course check what happens if White 
grabs the pawn. 

9 . . .  tYxd4 10.�xc7t? 
This excessively greedy move lands White in 

even greater strife. 



Chapter 1 - 6.ig5 '1Wd6!? 33 

The lesser evil is :  
10 .lllxb4 Wl'xb4 1 l .Wl'b3 

1 l .e3 is well met by 1 1 . . .lll c6 when long 
castling is in the air. 
1 l .e4 ie6 also favours Black. ( 1 1 . . .lll c6! ?  is 
also possible, as 1 2 .exf5 ? runs into 1 2  . . .  0-0-0 
1 3 .ie2 l'.'!:he8 followed by . . .  llld4.) 

1 1 . . .lll c6+ 
Black's lead in development ensures him of 

the initiative. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
10 . . .  ©e7 

Suddenly . . .  l'.'!:d8 is on the cards and White is 
in a world of trouble. 

1 1 .e3 
1 1 .lllxa8? l'.'!:d8 wins trivially. 

1 1 .a3 ia5 does not change much, for instance: 
1 2 .l'.'!:c l  ( 1 2 .lllxa8 Wl'xb2-+) 1 2  . . .  lll c6 1 3 .lllxa8 
Wl'xb2 

a b c d e f g h 

14.e4 ixe4 1 5 .ic4 l'.'!:xa8 16.0-0 ixd2-+ 

The text move is a sensible attempt by White 
to free some space for his king, but he remains 
too far behind in development to survive. 
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1s . . .  We4 16.©f2 ie6 17.Wa3t ih4 18.Wa4 
�M2t 19.ie2 

Black can seal the victory with a simple 
combination: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
19 .. J�xe2t! 20.©xe2 Wxg2t 21 .©d.3 Wd.2t 
22.©e4 WdS# 

C2) 8.e3 tlibd7 

a b c d e f g h 
Black continues to delay any decision 

regarding the c-pawn. 

9.if4 
I checked three other moves: 

9 .tLlb5NWb6 l O .ixf6 is aforcingcominuation, 
but Black is fine after: 10 . . .  ixd2t ( 1 0  . . .  tl\xf6? 

l 1 .tLlxc7t! Wxc7 1 2 .Wa4t± is a clever trick to 
be aware of; 1 0  . . .  gxf6! ?  could be considered 
though . . .  ) l 1 .Wxd2 tl\xf6 With easy equality. 

9 .ie2 0-0 1 0 .0-0 occurred in Malakhatko -
Karavade, Abu Dhabi 20 1 3 , and here I suggest: 

� iT�t•fl, 
6 

. . . . . %� . . . . . %. �.-- . . %� 
s � �B -i"BI-�;'� 
4 ������ ,;,,, '.� 
3 

" " '"m" _ , . , %��� 
�w-�-- - - - '� .,,,J . . . Jw·0 �w·w. 2 8 t� �.i.t� 8 t� 1 g{ . . . . %� I'� ·:;·i["" 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  h6!N l l .if4 We7 1 2 .!!c l ( 1 2 .ixc7 gets 
nowhere after 1 2  . . .  !!ac8 1 3 .ig3 ixc3 1 4.bxc3 
!!xc3=) 1 2  . . .  c6 1 3 .a3 id6 ( 1 3  . . .  ia5 !?) 
1 4 .ixd6 Wxd6 The position remains balanced. 

9 .°1Wb3 c5 1 0 .ixf6 tl\xf6 l l .ib5t @e7 leads to 
double-edged play: 1 2 .0-0 cxd4 1 3 .exd4 !!hc8 
14 .!!fe l  t i>f800 In the game White committed 
an error. 1 5 .!!e5 ? 

� iTA�af., 
6 

- - - - �� �. �--- - - �� 
s f� ·i"dI'� ��-% �W'¥ . . . . . v.� �� 4 � t� - �  
3 vm-- . . %� �� 

�w·;,?- - - - · '% , ,,/, �w-0 �w·w. 2 8 t� � t� 8 t� 
1 g{"""� /. , . , . ,�- . . . . .  %fli . . . .  

a b c d e f g h 
l 5 . . .  tl\g4!N This strong move would have given 
White lots to think about. ( 1 5  . . .  ig6 1 6 .ie2 
Wb6 was unclear in Xiu Deshun - Wei Yi, 
Xinghua 20 1 3) 1 6 .!!xf5 ( 1 6.Wxd5?  tl\xe5-+) 
16 . . .  Wxh2t 1 7.@fl ixc3 
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8 
7 
6 
5 
4 3 

2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
10 . . .  c5!? 

This dynamic move was Hou Yifan's choice. 

10 . . .  0-0N also looks reasonable, although 
White may be tempted to try 1 1 .g4! ?  ( 1 1 .0-0 
h6 1 2 .�c l c6=) 1 l . . . .ie6 1 2 .�c l ! ?  ( 1 2.g5 
llle8t) followed by h2-h3 with a double-edged 
game. 

10 . . .  h6!?N is a slight refinement on the 
above line, allowing Black to meet 1 1 .g4 
with 1 1 . . . .ig600 when g4-g5 is not an option. 
Alternatively, 1 1 .0-0 0-0 1 2 .�c l c6 1 3 .a3 
.ie7 leads to a complex, roughly balanced 
middlegame. 

1 1 .dxc5 �xc5 12 . .ie5 0-0 13.0-0 gads 
1 3  . . .  �fd8 looks like a slight improvement 

which could potentially save a tempo on the 
game continuation. 

8 � �� �· 
7 � ·� ,, , , ,Y,� ,,Y,- · 
6 · '-���- '� 
5 �- ·"•!�:ru 
4 � .. . . . . . . .. "� 3 � , , , - - �m %� %� 

��f�""' �% '"/).,J�,0 ��'0 2 8 rfS1Wflt-:fJ �rfS1 8 r� 
�-- - - %-if� '[="" 

a b c d e f g h 
14 . .id4 .ixc3 15.bxc3 '1Wc6 16.°IWcl �fe4 
17.�xe4 tlixe4 

The position is close to equal, and I have 
included the rest of the game between these 
two strong players for those who want to play 
through it. 

18.f3 �d6 19.°1Wa3 a6 20.°1Wc5 gc8 21 .�xc6 
gxc6 
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32.ga2 ga4 33Jlxa4 .ixa4 34.g4 hxg4 
35.fxg4 @f7 36.g5 fxg5 37.hxg5 @g6 
38. <.!?g3 @xg5 39.hg7 @f5 40.@f3 .idl t 

Yz-Yz Wojtaszek - Hou Yifan, Biel 20 14 .  

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

C3) 8.�b5 

a b c d e f g h 
This rather critical move was Grischuk's 

choice, but it feels a bit artificial . 

8 ••. '9b6 9 • .txf6 
White's idea is to use the attack on c7 to 

temporarily overload the black queen and 
force a weakening of his kingside structure. In 
return, Black can point to his strong bishop 
pair and lead in development. 

9 ... gxf6 10.e3 c6 1 1 .�c3 �d7 12Jkl .id6 
13.�b3 

Black has several safe moves available to get 
a solid game, but I would like to be a bit more 
adventurous. 

14 . .id3 
1 4 .tDa4? is no good: 1 4  . . .  Wb4t 1 5 .tDd2 

( l  5 .tDc3 a4+) l 5 . . .  b5 1 6.tDc3 Wxb2+ 

14 .Wd2 a4 1 5 .tDal  is playable, but hardly 
looks inspiring for White. 

The text move is the computer's choice, 
developing a piece while relying on indirect 
defence of the b2-pawn. I still prefer Black's 
position though. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
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14 . . .  .tg6! 
Unfortunately, grabbing the b2-pawn 

doesn't work: 1 4  . . .  i.xd3? 1 5 .'!Wxd3 a4 1 6.tt:'id2 
'!Wxb2? 1 7.0-0 '!Wb6 1 8 .e4-+ with a dangerous 
initiative for White. 

15.'Wc2 a4 16.�d2 a3 17.b3 � b8!? 
The knight is heading for b4. 

17 . . .  i.b400 also leads to interesting play. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
18.�f3 

1 8 .tt:'ixd5 ?! doesn't quite work after 
1 8  . . .  cxd5 1 9 .'!Wc8t '!Wd8 20.i.b5t (or 20.'!Wxb7 
tt:'id7 2 1 .'!Wxd5 i.b4 22 .i.b5 �a?+) 20 . . .  @e7 
2 1 .'!Wxb7t tt:'id7+ with . . .  �b8 to follow. 

18 . . .  �a6 19.'1Yd2 �b4m 
Black's chances are not worse in this complex 

position. 

Conclusion 

6 . . .  '!Wd6! ?  remains a relatively rare choice, but 
it deserves serious consideration. Not only is 
White is struggling to prove any advantage, but 
the line also doesn't demand a huge amount 
of theoretical knowledge from Black. I would 
not be at all surprised if 6 . . .  '!Wd6 becomes more 
popular in the near future. 



Chapter 2 
a b c d e f g h 

6.ig5 h6 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlJf3 tlJf6 4.tlJ c3 J.h4 5.cxd5 exd5 6.J.g5 h6 

A) 7.Lf6 'l&xf6 8.'l&b3 
Al) 8 . . .  c5!?  
A2) 8 . . .  'l&b6 

B) 7 .J.h4 tlJ bd7 
Bl)  8.tlJ d2 
B2) 8.'l&c2 g5 9.J.g3 tlJe4 lO.tlJd2 tlJxg3 1 1 .hxg3 c6 

B21 )  12.e3 
B22) 12.a3 

B3) 8.e3 g5 9.J.g3 tlJ e4 
B31 )  1 0.'l&b3 
B32) lO.tlJd2 
B33) 1 0.'l&c2 tlJb6 

B33 1 )  1 1 ..id3 
B332) 1 1 .tlJd2 tlJxg3 12.hxg3 c6! 

B3321 )  1 3.a3 
B3322) 13.J.d3 

39 
40 
40 
42 
42 
44 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
50 
50 
5 1  
52 
53 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.�c3 i.b4 
5.cxd5 exd5 6.J.g5 h6 

This is the main line, putting the question 
to the g5-bishop straight away. If it drops back 
to h4 then . . .  g5 is always on the cards, leading 
to murky play, which some White players will 
prefer to avoid. We will consider A) 7 . .ixf6 
followed by the more ambitious B) 7.J.h4. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

A) 7.J.xf6 Wxf6 

a b c d e f g h 
This way White simplifies the pos1t1on. 

Objectively it's equal but, with the bishop 
pair and a board full of pieces , Black can get 
ready for a long game. The position is almost 
identical to the 6 . . .  W/d6 7.ixf6 line from the 
previous chapter, the only difference being 
the pawn's placement on h6 instead of h7, so 
you should know a bit about these positions 
whichever line you choose. 

s .Wb3 
8 .Wa4t lll c6 is covered under the 6.Wi'a4t 

move order - see variation 02 of Chapter 3. 
8.E!:cl 0-0 9.a3 ixc3t 1 0 .E!:xc3 c6 l l .e3 

if5= is fine for Black. It is worth adding 
that 1 2 .Wi'b3 was well met by 12 . . .  llld?! in 
Estremera Panos - Rodriguez Vargas, Vendrell 
1 993 .  In the game White declined the b7-
pawn and got nowhere, but it's worth seeing 
what happens if he takes it: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .Wxb?N E!:fb8 1 4.Wi'xc6 Wxc6 1 5 .E!:xc6 
E!:xb2 l 6 .ie2 E!:a2 1 7  .E!:c l E!:b8� Black has a 
strong initiative for the pawn. 

The main alternative is: 
8 .e3 0-0 9 .ie2 

9.Wi'b3 gives Black a choice: 9 . . .  c5 transposes 
to the note on 9.e3 in variation A l , while 
9 . . .  Wb6 1 0 .id3 c6 transposes to the note on 
9.e3 in variation A2. 

9 . . .  c6 1 0 .0-0 if5 
1 0  . . .  id6 is a good alternative, for instance: 
1 l .e4 ( 1 1 .tll e l  ? ! E!:e8 1 2 .tlld3 was too slow 
in Brunello - Socko, Legnica 20 1 3 ; with the 
bishop pair and easy development, Black 
certainly can't be worse) 1 l . . .dxe4 1 2 .lllxe4 
Wi'e7 1 3 .id3 ie6= 

1 l .Wi'b3 
l l .a3 id6 1 2 .b4 was played in Navara -
Farago, Deizisau 2005 ;  I suggest 1 2  . . .  lll d?N 
1 3 .b5 We6 1 4.bxc6 bxc6= intending . . .  tll f6 . 
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1 1 . . .°We? 1 2 .lll e5 llld7 1 3 .llld3 
1 3 . f4 a500 

1 3  . . .  a5= 

Let's return to 8 .°Wb3. Black has tested a 
number of responses, but Al) 8 •.• c5!? and 
A2) 8 ••• °Wb6 are my two favourites . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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Al) 8 . . •  c5!? 

a b c d e f g h 
This looks active and ambitious, but it often 

just leads to an equal endgame. 

9.a3 
9 .dxc5 lll c6 1 0 .e3 ie6 is covered under 

5 .°Wb3 - see variation A2 of Chapter 1 2 . 

9 .e3 0-0 1 0 .dxc5 ( 1 0 .ie2? !  lll c6 1 1 .dxc5 ie6 
1 2 .°Wc2 d4 1 3 .exd4 lllxd4 14 .lllxd4 'Wxd4+ 
Glavinac - Mitkov, Struga 20 1 1 ) 1 0  . . .  ixc3t 
1 1 .°Wxc3 'Wxc3t 1 2 .bxc3 ie6 1 3 .ib5 l:!c8 
1 4 .'kt>d2 l:hc5 was another level endgame in 
Leko - Wang Hao,  Ningbo 20 1 1 .  

9 . . .  .bc3t 10.°Wxc3 �d7 1 1 .°We3t 
This leads to a dull endgame. Other moves 

enable White to keep the queens on, but he 
found no advantage in either of the following 
games: 

1 1 .e3 0-0 1 2 .ie2 b6 1 3 .0-0 ib7 1 4 .:!:!ac l c4 
1 5 .lll d2 b5 1 6 .if3 °We? 1 7.°Wa5 ic6 1 8 .b3 
Wd6= Shirov - Giri , Hoogeveen 20 14 .  

1 1 .g3 0-0 1 2 .ig2 l:!e8 1 3 .e3 b6  1 4.0-0 ib7= 
Giri - Hou Yifan, Shamkir 20 1 6. 

1 1  . . .  °We7 12.°Wxe7t <l/xe7 13.dxc5 �xc5 
14.gcl @d6= 

Nakamura - Radjabov, Tashkent 20 1 4. 
We may conclude that 8 . . .  c5 is an efficient 
equalizer, but perhaps not an ideal choice for 
players aiming for more than a draw with the 
black pieces. 

A2) 8 ••• °Wb6 

a b c d e f g h 
9.a3 

9.°Wxd5?! doesn't work: 9 . . .  ie6 (9 . . .  ixc3t 
10 .bxc3 Wb2 1 1 .:gd l Wfxc3t 1 2 .;gd2 Wal t  
1 3 .:!:!d l °Wc3t=) 10 .We4 ixc3t 1 1 .bxc3 Wb2 
1 2 .:gd lN (A possible attempt to improve on 
1 2.:gb l Wxc3t 1 3 .llld2 0-0, when Black had 
more than enough play for the pawn in Johanson 
- Grage, email 2003) 12 . . .  Wxc3t 1 3 .;gd2 
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1 3  . . .  lll c6! ?  ( 1 3  . . .  Wfal t leads to a draw if Black 
wants it) 1 4 .e3 ( 1 4 .d5? ?  0-0-0-+) 1 4  . . .  lll b4 
l 5 .J.e2 0-0+ White remains under some 
pressure, with . . .  id5 on the cards. 

9 .e3 c6 1 0 .id3 gives Black a choice of equal 
continuations: 1 0  . . .  0-0 ( 1 0  . . .  id6 l l .Wfc2 ie6 
1 2 .0-0 llld7 1 3 .E:ab l a5 1 4.a3 0-0= Stefanova 
- Hou Yifan, Istanbul [ol] 20 1 2) 1 1 .0-0 E:e8 
1 2.E:ab l llld7 1 3 .lll a4 Wi'a5 1 4 .Wfc2 

9.E:c l  c6 1 0 .a3 ia5 l l .Wf c2 Wf d8 12 .g3 0-0 
l 3.ig2 ic7 leads to mutual chances; Black has 
the bishop pair but White is better developed. 
1 4.0-0 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  ie6!N ( l  4 . . .  id6? !  occurred in Cramling 
- Lupulescu, Gibraltar 20 1 2, but this is one 
bishop move too many for my taste!) l 5 . e4 
dxe4 1 6.lllxe4 llld7 1 7.E:fel E:e8 1 8 .E:e3 if5=  

9 . . .  Aa5 10.Yfa4t J.d7 1 1 .Yf c2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1  . . .  J.fS! 

We already encountered this idea in variation 
B3 of the previous chapter. Once again, a 
repetition is entirely possible, although either 
player can avoid it if he really wants to. 

l l . . .ixc3t ! ?  
If you prefer to keep the game going, this is 
a sensible way of doing so. 

1 2 .Wfxc3 
1 2 .bxc3 0-0 1 3 .e3 c5 1 4 .E:b l Wfc7= 

1 2  . . .  0-0 1 3 .e3 if5N 
13 . . .  E:c8 1 4 .id3 ib5=  was also fine in Lou 
Yiping - Yu Yangyi, Reykjavik 20 1 3 . 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4 .ie2 

14 .id3 ixd3 1 5 .Wfxd3 lll d7 is also equal, 
but plenty of play remains. 
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14 . . .  llid7 1 5 .0-0 l':ife8 1 6J:!ac 1 
1 6 .b4 can be met by 1 6  . . .  c6 intending . . .  a5 .  

16 . . .  c6 1 7.l':ifd l  a5= 
And a normal game continues. 

12.�d2!? 
White has tried this winning attempt in a 

couple of games. 

Taking the bishop is morer of a losing attempt: 
1 2 .Wxf5?!  Wxb2 1 3 .l':ib l ( l3 .Wc8t?? <Jle7 
1 4 .Wxh8 ixc3t-+ ; 1 3 .l':idl i.xc3t 1 4 .llid2 
llic6-+) 1 3  . . .  Wxc3t 14 .<Jldl  0-0 1 5 .e3 Wxa3 
1 6.Wxd5 llic6+ White was a pawn down with 
a misplaced king in Portisch - Khenkin, Saint 
Vincent 2005 .  

1 2 .Wa4t id7 1 3 .Wc2 if5 led to a draw in 
lstratescu - Gharamian, Metz 20 14, and a few 
other games. 

1 2 .Wc l is similar to the main line after 
1 2  . . .  Wb3 or 1 2  . . .  We6N. 

8 
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a 
12 . . .  �e6 

e 

1 2  . . .  Wb3! ?  is also good. 

13.b4 i.b6 14.e3 c6 15 . .id.3 �d7= 
Cmilyte - Hou Yifan, Beij ing (blindfold) 

20 1 1 .  7.ixf6 is a solid approach from 
White, but it's not much of an attempt for an 
advantage. 
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B) 7.J.h4 

a b c d e f g h 
With this move White accepts the challenge 

and preserves his bishop. 

7 . . .  �bd7 
The start of a dynamic system which was 

popularized recently by Aronian. Black 
develops a piece without doing anything 
committal , and prepares to play . . .  g5 and 
. . .  llie4, with active piece play in return for 
some kingside weaknesses . This move is not 
mentioned by Kaufman, who only analyses 
7 . . .  g5 and 7 . . .  c5 .  

White has three main options : Bl)  8.�d2, 
B2) 8.�c2 and B3) 8.e3. 

Bl) 8.�d2 
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This prophylactic move anuopates the 
plan of . . .  g5 followed by . . .  tlie4.  It suffers 
from an obvious drawback though, as Black 
can simply treat the position as a Queen's 
Gambit Declined, where the d2-knight should 
be slightly misplaced, having left the active 
f3-square. 

8 .. . ie7!? 
Black moves the bishop for the second time, 

but he actually gets a more comfortable version 
of a Queen's Gambit Declined, as White has 
effectively spent his extra tempo moving his 
king's knight to an inferior square. Black may 
try to exploit this by playing actively in the 
centre with . . .  c5 .  

8 . . .  c6 is  a reasonable alternative, and after 9 .e3 
Black has two main options: 

a) 9 . . .  tlif8 
This looks tempting, but perhaps Black is 
being too clever for his own good. 

1 0 .id3 tlig6 1 I .ig3 0-0 
1 l . . .id6 1 2.Wc2 ixg3 1 3 .hxg3 tlie?t 
Nakamura - Lenderman, Saint Louis 20 1 2 . 
The text move is given by Ramirez but I 
cannot recommend it. White can secure an 
edge with: 

1 2 .0-0! 
Ramirez gives 1 2 .'®c2? !  tlih5 1 3 .ixg6?! 
( 1 3 .a3;!;; 1 3 .0-0! ?;!;) 13 . . .  fXg6 1 4.Wxg6 
tlixg3 and whichever way White recaptures , 
Black has great compensation, for instance 
1 5 .Wxg3 id6 1 6 .f4 Wb6 1 7.0-0-0 if5+. 
White has numerous improvement though, 
as I have noted. 

1 2  . . .  tlie7 1 3 .Wc2;!; 

b) In view of the above, 9 . . .  0-0 seems a better 
bet, and after 1 O .id3 Eie8 1 1 .0-0 tlif8 Black 
can hold . . .  tlig6 back, only playing it if and 
when it is needed. 

9.e3 0-0 10.id.3 
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a b c d e f g h 
10  . . .  c5! 

10 . . .  b6 1 1 .0-0 ib7 1 2 .Eic l c5 1 3 .if5 
g6 14 .ih3 Eie8 was also pretty sensible in 
Korobov - Matlakov, Sochi 20 1 6, although 
White may be a touch better. 

1 1 . lli f3 c4N 
1 1 . . .b6 1 2 .0-0 ib7 1 3 .Eicl tlie4 was close 

to equal in Kotanj ian - Barsov, Beirut 20 1 1 ,  
but I prefer the text move. 

12.ic2 b5! 
This is my idea, based on the following 

point: 



13.tllxb5?! 
1 3 .a3 'Wb600 
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a b c d e f g h 
One of the ideas behind this move is to delay 

e2-e3, keeping the option of playing e2-e4 
without loss of time in some lines. 

8 . . .  g5 9 . .lg3 tll e4 10.tlld.2 
1 0 .e3 transposes to variation B33 below. 

10 . . .  tlixg3 1 1 .hxg3 c6 
1 1 . . .  llib6! ?  also looks fully playable. 1 2 .e3 c6 

1 3 .a3 .if8 14.b4 a5 1 5 .b5 c5 1 6.dxc5 .ixc5 was 
the move order of the Vachier-Lagrave - Giri 
game, referenced on page 52 in the notes to 
variation B332 1 .  Black can also play 1 3  . . .  .id6 
in the above line, and then 14 .id3 ie6 was the 
move order of the Chuchelov - Eljanov game 
mentioned in the notes to variation B3322 
towards the end of the chapter. The Ragozin 
is clearly an opening in which transpositions 
abound! 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
White can either develop with B21) 12.e3 

or prod the bishop with B22) 12.a3 .  

B21) 12.e3 tllf6 13 . .ld3 V!!e7 14.a3 

Another high-level game continued 1 4 .0-0-0 
ie6 1 5 .Wb l 0-0-0 1 6 .a3 id6 ( 1 6  . . .  ia5 
1 7.llib3 ic7 is also playable) 1 7.llib5 Wb8 
1 8 .llixd6 �xd6 and Black was fine. The game 
soon ended in a surprising repetition of moves: 

14 ••• J.d6 15.0-0-0 
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8 
7 
6 
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a b c d e f g h 
15  . . .  i.g4!?N 

l 5 . . .  i.e6?! is the wrong square for the bishop 
in this particular position, as it leaves Black 
vulnerable to a central attack: 1 6 .e4! dxe4 
1 7.llldxe4 llld5 ( 1 7  . . .  0-0-0? 1 8 .lllxf6 Wxf6 
1 9.d5±) 1 8 .lllxd5;!; Tregubov - Ponomariov, 
Odessa 2008. 

1 5  . . .  i.d7! ?N is a more solid alternative which 
also seems fine. The text move is the most 
ambitious, as Black provokes a pawn advance 
in the hope of opening the position for his 
bishops . A logical continuation is: 

16.B i.d7 17.e4 dxe4 18.tlidxe4 
1 8 .fxe4 lllg4 1 9 .e5 :/;.c700 also leads to 

complicated play. 

1 8  .. . tlixe4 19.tllxe4 
1 9 .fxe4 ic700 

19  .. . 0-0-0m 
All these lines could be analysed further, but 

my impression is that Black is doing pretty 
well, and his bishop pair and better pawn 
structure could make a difference later in the 
game. 
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B22) 12.a3 

a b c d e f g h 
This is not really any better or worse than 

the previous line, but it is arguably more in 
the spirit of the 8 .Wc2 variation, as White 
maintains the possibility of e2-e4. 

12  •.. .ie7!? 
Many bishop moves are possible, and the 

choice is partly a matter of taste. Here are two 
alternatives which lead to contrasting types of 
positions : 

1 2  . . .  ixc3 
I was unable to find equality after: 

1 3 .bxc3! 
1 3 .1Wxc3 lll f6 1 4 .e3 :/;.f5!?N ( 1 4  . . .  ie6 
1 5 .id3;!; Deac - Melkumyan, Zalakaros 
20 1 5) 1 5 .id3 ixd3 1 6.Wxd3 We7 1 7 .lllf3 
llle4 looks equal . 

1 3  . . .  We7 1 4 .e3 lll f6 1 5 .c4 ie6 1 6 .id3 h5 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 7.tll b3 

1 7.c5 ©f8 1 8 .tllf3 tllg4 1 9 .Elb l ©g?t also 
leaves White with . an edge although the 
position remains playable for Black. 

l 7 . . .  ©f8 l 8 .tll c5 ©g7 l 9 .'llxe6t '1Wxe6 
20 . .if5± 

Black eventually prevailed in Bacrot -
Grischuk, Dubai (rapid) 20 1 4, but White is 
definitely a bit better at this stage. 

1 2  . . .  .if8 ! ?  is a more interesting alternative to 
our main line, for instance: 1 3 .0-0-0 .ig7 
l 4.e4 dxe4 l 5 .tll cxe4 

8 .i �..t� �· � �.I 
7 �·•'i•i• " 
6 %B {B �.,,,, -"� 
5 

�� �� !W-,, , �% �% '0 ��"-- - "� 4 • bct:J� � 3 � � - - -%� � 
·3�-0 �/ "//, ��-d- , %� 

2 w�vm r� 8 �  
, , , , %�lt-:f� � 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  tll b6 ( 1 5  . . .  0-0! ?N 1 6.tll f3 g4 l 7.tll h4 
tll f600 could also be investigated) 1 6.tll f3 .ie6 
1 7.tll c5 °1Wc7 1 8 .tllxe6 fxe6 1 9  . .ic4 0-0-0 
20 . .ixe6t ©bs::;;; Black had nice play for the 
pawn in Pork.in - Khismatullin, Sochi 20 1 5 . 

a b .c d e f g h 
13.e4!?N 

This seems like the critical move to consider. 

l 3 . e3 tll b6= was fine for Black in T. Schmidt -
Gazi, corr. 20 1 2; the position resembles some 
of the other variations in this chapter and may 
easily transpose. 

13  . . .  llJb6m 
This interesting plan was suggested by 

Ramirez; the idea is to develop with . . .  .ie6 and 
avoid exchanging on e4 . 

B3) 8.e3 

This has been the most popular move by some 
distance. 
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a b c d e f g h 
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8 . . . g5 9 . .ig3 �e4 
Black goes about his business of chasing 

down the g3-bishop. If White plays ll'ld2 
we will almost always respond by taking the 
bishop on g3 , rather than grabbing a pawn 
on c3 . Occasionally Black can go into full 
bishop-hunting mode with . . .  h5 and . . .  h4, but 
this is generally only possible if White plays 
particularly slowly and indecisively. 

White's three main options are B31)  
10.¥Hb3, B32) 10.�d2 and B33) 10.¥Hc2. 

1 0.l:kl ?! 
This is too slow, and allows us to play 
aggressively with: 

10 . . .  hS !  1 Lid3!?N 
1 1 .h4 g4 1 2 .ll'ld2 occurred in Teske -
Urban, Dresden 20 14 ,  and now 1 2  . . .  ll'lxg3N 
1 3 .fxg3 c6+ would have been good for Black. 
1 1 .'Wb3 ixc3t 1 2 .bxc3 c6! shores up the 
centre while . . .  h4 is still a threat. 1 3 .ll'ld2? !  
ll'lxd2 14 .'>i?xd2 h4+ Abasov - Roganovic, 
Bucharest 2009. 
The text move seems as good a try as any 
to muddy the waters, but Black stays on top 
after: 

8 z �..i.J �· � �.i "'·i)� ·� , , , , , : , , , , , ?,� , , , , , ?,� �� �� �� �� �� -� 
5 � � · - . ,  

4 

����=---- - -�� 
3 

, , , , ,Y,����� 
2 ,�,,, , , ;� , , , , ,%� -8Y.� , , , , %,,, , , , ��-�- . . % •• , , . 

��v� � m :  
a b c d e f g h 

1 l . . .h4 1 2 .ixe4 dxe4 1 3 .ixc? 'Wxc7 1 4 .ll'lxg5 
'Wc6! 

Intending . . .  Wg6. 
1 5 .ll'lxf7 \!;xf7 1 6.'Wb3t 'We6 1 7 .'Wxb4 ll'lf6+ 

Black's extra piece is worth more than the 
three pawns. 

B31) 10.YHb3 c5 

Black defends the bishop while commencing 
active play in the centre. 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 1 .�cl 

1 1 .dxc5 is nothing to worry about: 1 l . . .'Wa5 
1 2 .a3 ixc3t 1 3 .bxc3 0-0 ( 1 3  . . .  YHxcS is also 
fine) 14 .'Wb4 'Wxc5 1 5 .'Wxc5 lt'idxc5 1 6 .lt'id4 
id? 1 7.c4 dxc4 1 8 .ixc4 :!':!ac8= Ganguly - Yu 
Yangyi, Doha 20 1 5 . 

1 1 .a3 implies a pawn sacrifice: 1 l . . .ixc3t 
1 2 .bxc3 c4 1 3 .'Wb2 'Wb6 1 4.'Wc2 'Wa5 1 5 .:gc l 
'Wxa3 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 6.ie2? ( 1 6 .ll'ld2 is the best chance, but Black 
is not worse after 1 6  . . .  ll'lxg3 [or 1 6  . . .  ll'ldf6!? ] 
1 7.hxg3 b500) 16 . . .  lt'ib6 I found a game in the 
database, Ayyad - Gundavaa, Al Ain 20 1 5 , 
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ending abruptly here in 0-1 .  It would be 
premature to resign here, but White's opening 
has clearly been a failure. 

1 1  . . .  Wfa5 12.ti)d2 

13. ©xd2 ti)f6:j: 
Black is doing well, thanks to White's 

misplaced king. 

B32) 10.�d2 

As I mentioned earlier, Black should generally 
not even think about grabbing a pawn on 
the queenside in such a situation, and should 
instead be happy to eliminate the bishop on 
g3 .  

10  . . .  ti)xg3 1 1 .hxg3 
l l .fxg3! ?  looks strange to me but it was the 

choice of Magnus Carlsen, so it deserves a 
closer look. l l . . .ixc3!?N ( l  l . . .liJb6 1 2 .id3 
Wfe7 1 3 .Wff3 ie6 1 4 .a3 ixc3 1 5 .bxc3 0-0-000 
Carlsen - Aronian, Stavanger 20 14) 1 2 .bxc3 
Wle7 This interesting continuation was 

proposed by Ramirez, whose analysis runs as 
follows: 1 3 .Wf3 .!iJf6 1 4.id3 ig4 1 5 .Wlf2 0-0 
1 6.0-0 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . .  ihS !  1 7 .l"i:ae l ( 1 7.Wxf6? !  Wxe3t 1 8 .<j;>h l 
Wfxd3 1 9 .Wxh6 Wlg6+) 1 7  . . .  ig6 1 8 .i.xg6 
( 1 8 .if5 l"i:ae8=) 1 8  . . .  fxg600 

s � •..t) ,  Je � �.1 
1 �••i)mfm-- - - -6 - - - - - �� �-- - - �� �� �� 
s �����mri' 
4 
�-����-� 
� - - - - -��m--- - - %w� �w� 3 � �� �d �d 
�W!f{"'" '?.ii'%""%W!fef 'A%� 2 0 i0% W'�t.z ... J: i0% 0 � 

1 �- - - -%-�=l:� � 
a b c d e f g h 

1 1  . . .  c6 
l l . . .liJb6! ?  

This move is similar and will often transpose. 
It's conceivable that Black may be able 
to save time by delaying . . .  c6 in certain 
scenarios, but generally he will want to play 
that move pretty soon. Another point worth 
mentioning is that the move . . .  We? will not 
be a good reply to Wb3 here, as the d5-pawn 
is not so well protected, which means that 
the further a2-a3 will force Black to give 
away his bishop. 
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1 2 .'Mlb3 
1 2 .i.d3 i.e6 1 3 .'Mlc2 c6 transposes to our 
main line, and 1 2 .'Mlc2 c6 is likely to do the 
same. 
The text move is White's most logical attempt 
to exploit the point mentioned above. Black 
should respond with: 

1 2  . . .  i.f8 ! 
1 2  . . .  'Mle7?! 1 3 .a3 i.xc3 1 4 .'Mlxc3;l; is best 
avoided. 

1 3 .0-0-0 
1 3 .e4?! is premature and White quickly 
got into trouble in the following game: 
13 . . .  dxe4 1 4.�dxe4 i.g7 1 5 .0-0-0 0-0 
1 6 .f4 i.g4 1 7.fxg5 i.xd l 1 8 .'Mlxd l 'Mfxd4+ 
Kreis! - Fressinet, Yerevan 20 14 .  

13  . . .  ie6 1 4 .f4 

1 4  . . .  c6!N 
14 . . .  'Mlf6? !  1 5 .a4! 0-0-0 1 6 .a5 �d7 1 7.id3 
gxf4 1 8 .gxf4± was no fun at all for Black 
in Tomashevsky - Rodshtein, Tsaghkadzor 
20 1 5 . 
The text move is an important improvement, 
preparing to defend the b7-pawn using the 
queen on c7 if needed. 

1 5 .�f3 
1 5 .a4 'Mlc7"" 

1 5  . . .  ig? 1 6 .a4 'Mic? 1 7.fxg5 hxg5 1 8 .l:'i:xh8t 
ixh8 1 9 .�xg5 ig4"" 

With mutual chances. 

12.i.d.3 

1 2 .'Mlb3 occurred in S. Bekker-Jensen -
Korley, Copenhagen 20 14 ,  when 1 2  . . .  'Mle?N 
1 3 .id3 (or 1 3 .a3 id6=) 1 3  . . .  �f6= would 
have been fine for Black. 

1 2 .a3N ie7 1 3 .id3 �f6= also leads to normal 
play. 
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a b c d e f g h 
12  . . .  tlib6 13.a3 

1 3 .'Mlc2 ie6 transposes to variation B3322 
below. 

13  . .  ..ie7 14.Wc2 i.e6 15.0-0-0 Wc7 
16.©bl 0-0-0 

The position remains balanced, as the 
following game demonstrates. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 



50 Part I - Ragozin 5 . cxd5 

17Jkl i>bs 18.l£ia4 tlixa4 19.�xa4 h5= 
Hagen - Krantz, Stockholm 20 1 5 . 

B33) 10.�c2 

8 ��i:}�i ���! 7 � · f�'i)� · -
6 , , , , , /,� , , , , , /,� �� �� �����mnl : ����:�·-_ , , , , y,/, '"/d' " " /,�r� 

��·� 3 � m f�tZJm 
2 ��wm·""/,niiY.� 1 �,,, , /,� ·=J:� ·� 

a b c d e f g h 
10 . . .  tlib6 
1 0  . . .  h5? !  

This has been tried several times but I find 
it too risky. 

l I .id3! 
l 1 .h4 ll:ixg3 1 2 .fxg3 gxh4 1 3 .gxh4 Wfe7 
14 .id3 ll:if6 1 5 .0-0 ie6 1 6.ll:ig5 0-0-0+± 
Voveris - Moskvichev, corr. 20 1 2. 
l 1 .h3 Wff6 1 2 .id3 ixc3t 1 3 .bxc3 ll:ixg3 
14 .fxg3 g4 was roughly level in Vachier­
Lagrave - Grischuk, Stavanger 20 1 5 . 
This position has occurred a few times via 
different move orders . The critical line 
continues : 

l 1 . . .h4 1 2 .ixe4 dxe4 1 3 .Wixe4t Wf8 14 .ie5 
f6 1 5 .ll:ixg5 ixc3t 1 6 .bxc3 ll:ixe5 1 7 .dxe5 
fxg5 1 8 .f4 

ltkis - Kalaitzoglou, Kallithea 2006. The 
position is objectively okay but practically 
difficult for Black, who must defend accurately 
to hold. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

B331)  1 1 .i.d3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 .  •• i.£5!? 

This interesting move would be my choice. 

l 1 . . .ll:ixg3 
This is playable too, but it gives White 
slightly more freedom than I would ideally 
like. 

1 2 .hxg3 
1 2 .fxg3 ! ?N could also be considered, a la 
Carlsen! 1 2  . . .  ie6 1 3 .0-0 c6 1 4.ll:ie5 Wfe7 
1 5 .if5 White has a short-term initiative 
which Black will have to play precisely to 
control. 1 5  . . .  ll:id7 1 6.ixe6 Wfxe6 1 7.e4 dxe4 
l 8. ll:ixe4 ll:ixe5 1 9  .dxe5 0-0-0= is a possible 
line involving accurate play. 

1 2  . . .  ie6 1 3 .ll:ie5 
1 3 .if5 ! ?  Wf f6 l 4.ixe6 fxe6 1 5 .0-0 c6 
1 6 .ll:ie5 gave White some initiative in Tan 
Zhongyi - Zhai Mo, Xinghua 20 14. 
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White can challenge the e4-knight with either 4 
B331)  1 1 .i.d3 or B332) I I .l£id2.  3 

2 

a b c d e f g h 
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1 3  . . .  �e7 1 4. f4 0-0-0 1 5 .0-0 �b8 1 6.a3 id6 
1 7.a4 gxf4 1 8 .gxf4 �hg8 1 9.a5 tlJc4 20 .i.xc4 
dxc4 2 1 .a6 ixe5 22.fxe5 c5 23 .�ad l  cxd4 
24.exd4 �g4 25 .d5 ic8 

25 . . .  id7!?00 is mentioned by Ramirez. 
26.axb7 ixb700 

Lysyj - Aronian, Tromso 20 1 3 . 

1 2 .tlJe5 f6 1 3 . f3 i.xc3t 1 4 .bxc3 tlJxg3 l 5 .hxg3 
i.xd3 1 6.tlJxd3 �d6 1 7.g4 0-0-000 

1 2 .0-0!? ixc3 1 3 .bxc3 �e7 1 4 .�fc l  c6 
l 5 .tlJd2 h5 ( l  5 . . .  tlJc4! ?00) 

a b c d e f g h 

1 6 .ixe4 ixe4 1 7.tlJxe4 dxe4 1 8 .h3 h4 1 9 .i.h2 
g4! 20.hxg4 �g8� With a promising initiative 
for the pawn. 

12 .. . �xg3 13.hxg3 hd3 14.Yffxd3 �d7 15.a3 
1 5 .0-0-0?! 0-0-0 1 6.tlJf3 tlJc4 1 7.@b l 

c6 1 8 .�cl �b8+ was pleasant for Black in 
Lorparizangeneh - Barsov, Rasht 20 14 .  

B332) 1 1 .�d2 �xg3 

In the previous variation I was reluctant to 
make this exchange. Here it is a different story, 
as White does not have the same scope for 
shore-term activity having played tlJd2 instead 
of the developing move i.d3 . 

12.hxg3 c6! 
l 2 . . .  i.e6 has also been played, and the two 

moves may easily transpose. The pawn move 
seems slightly more accurate though, as it 
enables the dark-squared bishop to retreat to 
d6 without fearing tlJb5 .  

We will analyse B3321) 13.a3 and B3322) 
13.id3. 
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B3321) 13.a3 Ad6 14.e4 
1 4.id3 ie6 transposes to variation B3322 

1 3  . . .  if8!?  below. 
We have encountered this idea in some 
earlier variations and it is playable here too. 
However, Black is under some pressure in 
the following line: 

14 .id3 
1 4.e4 ig7 ( 1 4  . . .  dxe4 1 5 .tlJdxe4 ig7 
1 6.0-0-0 ie6 l 7.f4 Wfe700) 1 5 .0-0-0 0-000 

1 4  . . .  ie6 
GM Van Kampen has reached this position 
(via slightly different move orders) against 
two strong opponents. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .b4! 

1 5 .tlJb3 We? 1 6.tlJc5 0-0-0 1 7 .b400 was 
Edouard - Van Kampen, Doha 20 14 .  

1 5  . . .  a 5  1 6 .bxa5 �xa5 1 7.a4 tlJd7 1 8 .�b l;!; 
Eljanov - Van Kampen, Germany 20 1 5 . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

1 4.b4N can be met by 1 4  . . .  a5 ,  when 1 5 .b5 c5 
l 6.dxc5 ixc5 transposes to a high-level game. 
Play continued: l 7.tlJb3 id6 1 8 .tlJd4 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8  . . .  a4! Taking some space and fixing the 
a3-pawn as a future target. 1 9 .ie2 Wf6 
20 .Wid3 0-0 2 1 .0-0 �d8= (2 1 . . .id?! ?N) 
Vachier-Lagrave - Giri, Shamkir 20 1 5 . 

14 . . .  dxe4 15.tlidxe4 .ie6 
1 5  . . .  ie? 1 6 .0-0-0 'it>f8!?  prepares . . .  if5 

without allowing a discovered attack with a 
knight check. l 7.ie2 if500 
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20.dxcS llld7 2 1 .lllxgS id5 22.lllh3 lllxc5 
23.lll f4 ib3 24.�e l t  Yi-Yi Ragger - Vitiugov, 
Tromso 20 1 3 . 

The text move is White's latest try but it doesn't 
look critical . 

17 .. . ic7 18.tll c5 0-0-0 19J!hel 

20.c!llxe6 fxe6 21 .tlle4 @bs 22.�c5 �f7!N 
This is the most accurate move, leading to 

easy equality. 
22 . . .  'Wh7 23.lllxgS Wh6 24.f4 h4 gave Black 

some play for the pawn in Svane - Dragun, 
Warsaw 20 1 6, but the text move is much 
simpler. 

23.tllxg5 
23 .WxgS h4! followed by . . .  hxg3 gives Black 

fine play; obviously White cannot play gxh4 
because . . .  .if4t picks up the queen. 

23 . . .  �xfl 24.i.f3 i.d6 25.�c2 �xc2t 
26.@xc2 hg3= 

Black has no problems in the endgame. 

B3322) 13.i.d3 i.e6 

14.a3 
Even though chis has scored poorly for 

White, I chink he should challenge the Ragozin 
bishop and force Black to decide where it will 
go. 

1 4 .0-0-0?! 
Ignoring the bishop gives Black a comfortable 
game, as the following lines show. 

1 4  . . .  Wf6 
Attacking f2. 

1 5 .f4 
1 5 .e4? Wxf2+ is a safe pawn grab, as 
Sherbakov points out. 
1 5 .lll f3 0-0-0 1 6 .lll eS ri>b8 1 7 .lilb l Wg7+ 
is a touch better for Black, who intends .. .f6.  
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1 8 .f5! ?  .ic8 1 9 .g4 was worth considering 
according to Sherbakov, but after 1 9  . . .  :B:he8t 
Black is still doing fine. 

1 8  . . .  :B:he8 1 9 .:B:e2?! 
1 9 .f5 .id? 20.g4 had to be played, although 
Black is still for choice. 

l 9 . . .  .ig4 20.lLia4 

8 � �� .I. � 
7 -���� . . . . . v.� �. -•�%l,�� �4 �- - -j�-0 6 • •• • � 
5 '- - - - - -� ·� �- - - - -��-% ��n� ��-�-- - - %� 4 ltJ• t� t�.i.� 
3 - - - - -�� :f�ll)� 
2 !�l•i•8%� 

�� i� "'� 
a b c d e f g h 

20 . . .  lLixa4!N 
20 . . .  .id6 was played in Kryakvin -
Khismatullin, Taganrog 20 14, when White 
should have taken his chance to play 2 1 .lLic5 
with only a slight disadvantage. 

2 1 .'1Wxa4 .id6+ 
Black's bishops are excellent and he has a 

simple plan of piling up against White's weak 
kingside pawns. 

14 . . .  .td6 
1 4  . . .  .ifS transposes to the note to Black's 

1 3th move in variation B332 1 .  

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

1 5.e4!? 
Opening the centre must be the critical try, 

but Black is well placed to deal with it. Three 
other moves have been tried: 

1 5  . .if5 '1Wf6 1 6  . .ixe6 '1Wxe6 1 7.0-0-0 0-0-0= 
Zhou Jianchao - Gundavaa, Tagaytay City 
20 1 3 . 

1 5 .b4 a5 1 6 .b5 c5 1 7.dxc5 .ixc5 1 8 .lLib3 :1'!:c8= 
Matlakov - V. Popov, St Petersburg 2009. 

1 5 .0-0-0 '1Wf6 1 6. f4 ( 1 6 .lLib3 0-0-0 1 7.�b l 
'iiib8= Brynell - V. Popov, Stockholm 2009) 
Now in Chuchelov - Eljanov, Germany 2008, 
Black should have played: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . .  0-0-0!N The idea is 1 7 .lLib5 ( 1 7.f5 
.id700) 1 7  . . .  .ie?! and now White cannot play 
1 8 .lLixa?t? due to 1 8  . . .  �b8 1 9 .'1Wc3 .ig4 
20.:B:de l :B:de8!+, intending to pick up the 
knight with . . .  .id8 and . . .  'iiixa7. 

15  . . .  dxe4 16.tlldxe4 V!le7 17.�xd6t 
1 7 .0-0 0-0-0 1 8 .b4 �b8 1 9 .lLic5 h5-+ 

gave Black good prospects on the kingside in  
Akkozov - Alekseev, St Petersburg 20 14. 

17 . . .  V!lxd6 18.tlle4 V!le7 
l 8 . . .  Wxd4!? looks risky but it seems playable, 

for instance: 1 9 .0-0-0 0-0-0 20 . .ia6 Wa4 
2 1 ..ixb?t 
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8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
2 1 . . .<;tic?! 22.l:l:xd8 l:l:xd8 23.lll cS 'Wxc2t 
24.@xc2 i.f5t= 

19.°ifc5 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
19 . . .  llld7!N 

Improving over 1 9  . . .  'WxcS ?! 20.dxcS;:I;; as 
played in Gupta - Gundavaa, Jakarta 20 13 .  

20.tlld6t ©f'8 21 .°ifb4 b6m 
White will soon have to retreat his knight 

from d6, and Black should be at least okay in 
the ensuing endgame after a queen exchange 
on b4. 

Conclusion 

6 . . .  h6 is deservedly the main line. The 
exchange on f6 is harmless, while 7 . .!h4 can be 
met with the clever 7 . . .  lll bd7, strengthening 
Black's position in preparation for . . .  g5 and 
. . .  lll e4. This dynamic approach is becoming 
increasingly popular at the highest level 
and, given how hard it is for White to prove 
an advantage, I can see why. In return for 
weakening his kingside, Black usually obtains 
the advantage of the bishop pair, so his long­
term prospects can often prove superior as 
long as he can nullify any short-term White 
initiative - and this chapter has shown how we 
can do just that. 



Chapter 3 
a b c d e f g h 

6th Move Alternatives 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a �f6 4.� c3 i.b4 5.cxd5 exd5 

N �o � 
B) 6.�c2 58 
C) 6.i.f4 60 
D) 6.�a4t � c6 62 

D l )  7.� e5 62 
D2) 7.i.g5 h6 8.hf6 �xf6 9.e3 0-0 63 

D2 1)  1 0.gcl �g6 66 
D2 1 1) l 1 .�b3 67 
D2 12) 1 1 .�dl 68 

D22) 10.i.e2 a6 1 1 .0-0 i.e6 12.gfcl i.d6 13.�dl � e7 69 
D22 1)  14.gabl  71  
D222) 14.o 72 
D223) 14.� a4 b6 73 

D223 1 )  15 .b4 74 
D2232) 15.o 75 



Chapter 3 - 6th Move Alternatives 57 

l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.llia lllf6 4.lllc3 J.h4 
5.cxd5 exd5 

In the last two chapters we examined the 
main line of 6 . .ig5 , but White has several 
other options which we should be ready for. In 
this chapter we will look at A) 6.a3, B) 6.�c2, 
C) 6.J.f4 and D) 6.�a4t. 

6.Wb3 c5 will be covered under the move 
order 5 .Wb3 c5 6 .cxd5 exd5 - see variation B4 
of Chapter 1 1 . 

6 . .id2 is playable, but it's too passive to 
challenge for an advantage. Here are a few brief 
lines : 6 . . .  0-0 7.g3 (Black also gets a good game 
after 7.e3 c6 8 . .id3 .id6 9.h3 E!e8 1 0 .Wc2 
lll bd700 with . . .  We7 and . . .  lll e4 to come, 
Bayarmandakh - Sharavdorj , Ulaanbaatar 
20 1 1 ) 7 . . .  .if5 8 . .ig2 E!e8 9 .0-0 

A) 6.a3 

It looks a bit strange to play this so soon. 

6 . . .  .L:c3t! 
6 . . .  .ie7 leads to a version of the Queen's 

Gambit Declined where the extra a2-a3 move 
is of limited use. The text move is more critical 
though, and much more in the spirit of the 
Ragozin. 

7.bxc3 cS 8.g3 
8 .e3 is well met by 8 . . .  c4! ,  gaining space 

and preventing the bishop from going to d3 . 
9 .  tLl d2 0-0 1 0  . .ie2 .if5 1 1 . 0-0 tLl c6 

8 .i � � ��· 
7 �l� ,_ ,/,� .• y,. , 
6 %�1� �-- - %� � � ', . .  
: ���-,-� '':; �wJ!· - %w-r� 3 -����/, ,,,J�W" �W'" 2 � m�r� � rt5 

� 0.-i'� i� -- · 
a b c d e f g h 

1 2 .a4 :1'1e8 1 3 .E!el Wc7 14 .tll fl Now 
1 4  . . .  llla5!N+ would have been the most 
accurate, although 14 . . .  a6 1 5 .f3 .ig6 1 6.lllg3 
h5 1 7  . .ifl h4+ was still pleasant for Black in 
Florendo - Sadorra, Quezon City 20 14 .  

9 . . .  tll bd7 1 0.0-0 b6  1 l ..if4 E!e8 1 2 .lll e5 .ia6 
would not be my first choice for Black, but it's 
still close to equal .  
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9 . . .  l:'i:e8! ?  1 0 .0-0 llle4N seems fine, for 
instance: l l .'1Wc2 lllc6 1 2 .dxc5 Wf6 1 3 .ie3 
Wxc3 1 4.Wxc3 lllxc3= 

10.0-0 '11lYc8 1 1  . .if4 
l 1 .dxc5 ! ?  lll a6 1 2 .llld4 .ih3 1 3 .ixh3 Wxh3 

1 4 .f3 lllxc5 is fine for Black. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . .. c4 12.tlid2 .ih3 

Not the only playable move, but it seems 
natural to force the bishop trade. 

1 2  . . .  l:'i:e8!?N 1 3 .f3 lll bd7 1 4 .l:'i:e l Wc600 leads 
to complicated play. 

13J�el i.xg2 14.i>xg2 

14 . .  J�e8N= 
14 . . .  lll c6 led to a great position for Black 

after 1 5 .f3? !  lll h5 16 .ie3?! f5+ in Colls 
Gelaberto - Naroditsky, Benasque 20 1 5 , but 
l 5 .ig5!N would have given White decent 
prospects . The text move seems like the easiest 
route to a safe position. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
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B) 6.'11lYc2 

a b c d e f g h 
This move transposes to a variation of the 

Nimzo-Indian ( l .d4 lllf6 2 .c4 e6 3 .lll c3 ib4 
4.Wc2 d5 5 . cxd5 exd5) where White has 
continued with 6.lllf3 instead of the much 
more critical 6 .ig5 . It has been an extremely 
rare choice against the Ragozin, so I will not 
spend too much time analysing it. 

6 ... 0-0 
A good alternative is: 

6 . . .  c5 ! ?  
The advantage of playing this immediately is  
that it becomes impossible for White to play 
both ig5 and e2-e3 before . . .  cxd4 comes. A 
few possible lines include: 

7.ig5 
7.dxc5 d4 8 .a3 ia5 9 .b4 dxc3 1 0 .bxa5 
Wxa5= was fine for Black in Farkas - Tanacs, 
Miskolc 20 1 0, and a few other games. 

7 . . .  cxd4 8 .lll xd4 lll c6 9.l:'i:d l h6 1 0 .ixf6 Wxf6 
l l .e3 0-0 1 2 .ie2 ie6 1 3 .0-0 l:'i:ac8 
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1 4.Wb3 
14 .l2Jxe6?! fxe6 1 5 .Wb3 i.xc3 1 6 .Wxc3 Wxc3 
17 .bxc3 lLia5 l 8 .:gd3 :gc6+ Komljenovic -
Moiseenko, San Sebastian 20 1 1 .  

1 4  . . .  i.xc3 1 5 .bxc3 b6= 
Levin - E. Romanov, St Petersburg 2007. 

7.i.g5 
We have reached a slightly more popular 

version of the Nimzo line but Black is still fine. 

7 . . .  h6 8.i.h4 c5 9.clxc5 
9.e3 cxd4 1 0 .l2Jxd4 l2Jc6 1 1 .lLixc6 bxc6 

12 .i.e2 allows Black to free himself with the 
thematic 1 2  . . .  g5 !  1 3 .i.g3 lLie4 1 4 .0-0 i.xc3 
1 5 .bxc3 i.f5 when White has no advantage, 
for instance: 

9 . . .  tlla6 
9 . . .  i.e6 1 0 .e3 tll bd7 1 1 .i.e2 :gc8 is also fine 

for Black, as the following examples illustrate: 

s � z� ��• 
7 �·-i)···v,� 
6 

, . %. �.: • .  %. 
5 ��r� -, - � - - -��ef-- - -%� �� ��:� 4 - - - �  3 �---- -Y-m ;(,��---- - -
2 ��Wi·i��� g{. %. �=- - %� : 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .c6 ( 1 2 .a3 i.xc3t 1 3 .Wxc3 g5 1 4 .i.g3 lLie4 
1 5 .Wd4 l2Jdxc5 1 6.:gd 1 Wb6 1 7.0-0 l2Jb3 
Y2-Y2 Zhou Jianchao - Yu Yangyi, Las Vegas 
20 14) 1 2  . . .  bxc6 1 3 .0-0 Wa5 1 4 .:gac l c5= 
Shirov - Adams, Bilbao 20 14 .  

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
10.e3 tllxc5 1 1 .i.e2 g5 12.i.g3 tllfe4 13.tlld4 

Another high-level game continued: 1 3 .0-0 
i.xc3 14 .bxc3 _i.f5 1 5 .Wb2 Wb6 1 6.Wb4 Wxb4 
1 7.cxb4 
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16.Wfb2 ig6 17.c4 dxc4 18.ixc4 gac8= 
Wojtaszek - Gharamian, Saint-Quentin 

20 14 .  

C) 6.if4 

This move has become quite trendy in the past 
year or two, and has yielded good results for 
White among top GMs. 

6 ... llJe4!? 
This is the most critical and ambitious 

response. 

A more solid alternative is: 
6 . . .  c6 7 .e3 

7.'\Wb3 '\Wb6 8 .a3 (8 .e3 if5 transposes to 
the line below) 8 . . .  ie7 9 .'\Wc2 lllh5 !  solves 
Black's problems, for instance: 1 O.id2 0-0 
1 l .e3 g6 1 2 .id3 llig7 1 3 .0-0 Y2-Yz Ragger 
- Hammer, Helsingor 20 1 5 . 

7 . . .  if5 8 .'\Wb3 '\Wb6 9 .lllh4 ie6 10 .id3 
Here I found a useful improvement: 

8 .i �  �· � �� 
7 :6i'� �� ,_, 
6 _%Bf� fm - %� , , , z  � ,;,,,, 
5 �9/,l'/·"·�/-Z "/,,, 
4 � �!'!1: � m 
3 �m.t��--- - -�� / -
2 !�- � , %�!� 

�{
%� �

=
- %
-� 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  llih5 !N 

1 0  . . .  llie4?! l l .'1Wc2 llid7 1 2.llif3 llidf6 1 3 .0-0 
id6 1 4 .ie5;!; Harika - Berry, Isle of Man 
20 1 5 . 

1 l .ig3 
1 l .ie5? !  is an attempt to trap the knight, 
but it doesn't work: 1 1 . . .llid? 1 2 .ie2? llixe5 
1 3 .dxe5 d4-+ 

1 1 . . .llixg3 1 2 .hxg3 g6= 
Black is doing fine. 

8 
7 
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2 

a b c d e f g h 
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7Jkl 
7.1Mfb3? !  is well met by 7 . . .  c5 8 .e3 (or 8 .tlld2 

tt:lxd2 9.ixd2 tt:lc6) 8 . . .  1Mfa5 9 .l'k l  c4 1 0 .1Mfc2 
if5 with fine play for Black. 

7 .•• tll c6! 
This move quite often features in the 

Ragozin, but Black usually plays it in response 
to a queen check on a4 rather than developing 
the knight to c6 voluntarily. It works nicely in 
this variation though. 

8.tlld2 
This is the computer's top choice. 

8 .e3 g5! 9 .ig3 h5 poses a difficult question 
to White: 1 0 .h3 ( I O .h4? g4 1 1 .tll e5 tt:lxg3 
1 2 .tllxc6 bxc6 1 3 .fxg3 id6+; I O .id3? 
h4 1 1 .ie5 f6+) This position occurred in 
Cornacchini - Hughes, email 200 1 ,  when 
Black should have continued: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  tt:lxg3N 1 1 .fxg3 id6 1 2 .®f2 h4 1 3 .gxh4 
gxh4 14 .ib5 ig3t 1 5 .®gl 1Mfd600 With 
complex play. 

8 .g3 if5 9.1Mfb3?! (White should have tried 
9 .ig2N tllxc3 1 0 .bxc3 ia3 when Black 
wins the exchange but White gets some 
compensation after: 1 1 .:gb l ixb l 1 2 .Wfxb l 
tlla5 1 3 .0-0 0-0 1 4.tt:\g5 g6 1 5 .e4 ie700) 
The game continuation is the wrong plan for 
White, and Bla�k obtained a great position 
after: 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  a5 1 0 .a3 a4 1 1 .1Mf a2 ixc3t 1 2 .bxc3 
tll a5 1 3 .tlld2 tt:lxd2 1 4.ixd2 tll b3+ Glud -
Hammer, Helsingor 20 1 5 . 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
8 ... g5!? 

Definitely the most ambitious move. 
Another game continued: 8 . . .  tllxc3 9 .bxc3 

id6 I O .ixd6 cxd6!? An unusual but quite 
sensible recapture. ( I 0  . . .  1Mfxd6 leaves White 
slightly for choice after 1 1 .e3 if5 [or 1 1 . . .0-0 
1 2 .id3] 1 2 .c4 dxc4 1 3 .ixc4 0-0 1 4 .1Mff3;!;) 
1 l .e3 0-0 1 2 .id3 ie6 1 3 .0-0 :gc8 14 .1Mfb3 
tll a5 White had little if any advantage in Guo 
Qi - Dzagnidze, China 20 1 6. 

9.J.e3 
9 .ig3 tt:lxg3 1 0 .hxg3 tt:lxd4 1 1 .e3 ixc3 

1 2 .:gxc3 tll e6 1 3 .id3 1Mff6 1 4.1Mfc2� gives 
White some compensation for a pawn, but no 
real advantage as far as I can see. 
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9 .. . tllxc3 10.bxc3 id6 1 1 .h4 

8 
7 
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4 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 1  . . .  gxh4 

1 l . . .if4!?N 1 2.ixf4 gxf4 1 3 .e4 fxe3 1 4 .We2 
We700 deserves attention. 

12.tllf3 ie7 13.if4 if5 14.e3 h3 

8 
7 
6 

1 
a b c d e f g h 

15.�hl !  
A great move t o  spot over the board! 

15  . . .  id6 16.g3 h£4 17.gxf4 hbl 18.�xbl 
�d6 19.ixh3m 

White had full compensation for the 
exchange but probably not more in Svane -
Socko, Germany 20 1 6 . 

D) 6.�a4t tllc6 

Here we have a further split between 
Dl) 7.tlle5 and the more important D2) 7.igS. 

Dl )  7.tlle5 id7 

7 . . .  0-0! ?  
This move is rare but it looks quite promising: 

8 .llixc6 ixc3t 9 .bxc3 bxc6 1 0 .if4 
10 .ig5 Wd6 1 l .ixf6? is not a good plan as 
White falls too far behind in development. 
1 1 . . .Wxf6 We have transposed to the 
McMahon - Pert game given in the notes to 
variation B2 of Chapter 1 .  
1 0 .Wxc6 if5N looks like decent 
compensation to me: 1 l . f3 Ei:e8 1 2 .if4 
Wb8� 

8 � �J;)����-7 � ;r� � · ;r� ·  
6 

' '  %� "•%� %%. , %� �� �� / -� 5 �� �� ��//�� 4 ij� 'eff'j � � 
3 

%%� %� '''"� 
2 !• %�!�!� 

��� ��tm: 
a b c d e f g h 

1 0  . . .  if5 ! ?N 
1 0  . . .  id7 was not so active in Al Zendani -
Khader, Dubai 20 1 1 .  

1 l .e3 
1 1 .Wxc6 Wb8 1 2 .ic l Ei:e8� 
1 1 . f3 llih5 1 2 .id2 id7 followed by . . .  Wh4t 
is fine for Black. 

1 l . . .Ei:b8 1 2 .ia6 llih500 
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8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
8.tlixc6 

After 8 .tlixd7 'Wxd7 the loss of the bishop 
pair is balanced out by Black's lead in 
development: 9 .e3 lDe4 1 0 .'Wc2 'We6 (the 
machine's suggestion of 1 0  . . .  'Wg4!?N also 
looks fine) l l .a3 .ixc3t 1 2 .bxc3 0-0 1 3  . .id3 
f5 1 4.0-0 lDa5= Vojinovic - Kasimdzhanov, 
France 20 1 0 . 

8 ..• hc3t 9.bxc3 hc6 10.'Wb3 
1 0 .'Wc2 lDe4 l l .g3 0-0 1 2  . .ig2 !!e8 1 3 .0-0 

.ib5 1 4 .!!e l was seen in Severino - Sadorra, 
Quezon City 20 14, and now I would like to 
improve Black's play with: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  cS ! ?N With an unclear game. Another 
possible continuation is 14 . . .  'Wf6!?  hitting 
f2, and after 1 5  . .if4 , g5 1 6.i.xe4 !!xe400 the 
position remains �ouble-edged. 
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a b c d e f g h 
10 .•• 0-0 1 1  • .ig5 h6 12.i.h4 %Yd6 13.e3 l:Ue8 
I4.i.d3 tll e4 1 s.'Bb2 

White prepares to castle by preventing the 
. . .  tDd2 fork. 

1 5 . f3 may lead to wild complications: 
1 5  . . .  lDcS ! ?  ( l  5 . . .  tDf6 is a calmer alternative) 
1 6 .dxcS !!xe3t l 7.@d2 !!xd3t 1 8 .@xd3 'Wg6t 

15  .. .  %Yd7 16.0-0 a6 17JUcl tlld6 18  . .ig3 
i.b5m 

Sumets - Rindlisbacher, Zug 20 1 3 . 

D2) 7 . .ig5 

This is the main line by far, and the most 
important theoretical branch of the chapter. 
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8 .ih4?! 
This retreat is inadvisable in this particular 
position, but Black needs to play precisely 
to take full advantage. I happened to be 
present during an informal blitz game 
between Seirawan and Aronian in which the 
American GM played the text move. White 
eventually won, despite the general banter 
indicating that both players thought Black 
was on top. The game isn't recorded but I 
believe I have managed to accurately recall 
the following fragment of it. 

8 . . .  gS !  9.ig3 llie4 10 .l: k l hS 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 .e3 

1 1 .llieS has been tried several times: 

1 L .id7 1 2 .llixc6? !  ( 1 2 ."1Wb3 h4 1 3 ."IWxdS 
llid6 1 4.llixd7 hxg3 1 5 .llieS gxf2t 1 6.@xf2 
Wf6t 1 7."1Wf3 llixeS-+ Lanchava - Lalic 
Benasque 1 992 ; 1 2 .llixd7 "1Wxd7 1 3 .f3 llixg3 
1 4 .hxg3 id6+) 1 2  . . .  ixc3t 1 3 .bxc3 ixc6 
14 ."1Wb3 h4 1 5 .ieS f6 1 6 .f3 fxeS 1 7 .fxe4 
0-0 1 8 .e3 @g7+ Michalik - Movsesian 
Czech Republic 20 14 .  

' 

1 1 . . .h4 1 2 .ieS f6 1 3 .ibS 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  ixc3t 

1 3  . . .  id?! is more accurate as White is 
deprived of the c3-c4 resource. He will 
therefore lose his bishop for insufficient play 
for instance: 14 ."1Wb3 fxeS 1 5 .WxdS lliffi 
1 6 ."1Wb3 exd4 1 7.llixd4 We?+ 

1 4.bxc3 id7 1 5 .c4 a6 1 6.cxdS axbS 1 7."1Wc2 
ifs 1 8 .dxc6 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 8  . . .  fxeS ? ?  ! 8 . . .  �6!+ i s  an easy move to miss, especially 

m blitz, but it was the only way to maintain 
Black's advantage. 
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1 9 .cxb7 l:%a6 20.tllxe5 0-0 2 1 .Wfxc?± 
Seirawan - Aronian, St Louis (blitz) 20 14 .  

8 . . . �xf6 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
9.e3 
9 .tlle5?  

As usual, this move leads to development 
problems for White. 

9 . . .  0-0 1 0 .tllxc6 ixc3t 1 l .bxc3 bxc6 12 .g3 
Also after l 2 .e3 Wt g6+ White is struggling to 
develop. 

1 2  . . .  a5 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .ig2 

1 3 .e3? is the same as the McMahon - Pert 
game mentioned in Chapte; 1 ,  except that 
the pawn is on hG° rather than h7. For a quick 
recap, the continuation was 1 3  . . .  l:%b8 14 .ie2 
l:%b2 1 5 .Wf a3 l:%xe2t! with a winning attack. 

1 3  . . .  ia6 14 .i.8 l:%fe8 1 5 .0-0 ixe2 1 6 .ixe2 
l:%xe2 1 7.l:%ae l l:%e4 1 8 .l:%xe4 dxe4 1 9 .l:%e l Wfe6+ 

White was a pawn down with a difficult 
defence in store, Husseinov-V. Gaprindashvili, 
Istanbul 2006. 

9 ... 0--0 
White's two main options are D21)  IOJ:kl 

and D22) IO . .te2 . 

I O .ib5 
This move doesn't really work, as Black has 
more than one good reply. 

1 0  . . .  ig4 
The simplest, as it gives White nothing 
better than retreating the bishop to e2. 
The second good option is 1 0  . . .  ih3! ?  
1 1 .0-0 ixc3 1 2 .bxc3 when, in Miron -
Lupulescu, Targu Mures 20 14, Black should 
have played: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  Wi'g6!N when my main line continues: 
1 3 .tllh4 Wg5 1 4.ixc6 bxc6 1 5 .Wxc6 l:%ab8 
1 6.Wxc? Wfxh4 1 7.gxh3 l:%b6 1 8 .We5 l:%g6t 
1 9 .mh l l:%g5 20.Wff4 Wxh3 2 1 .l:%gl l:%f5 
22.Wfg3 Wfxg3 23.fxg3 l:%e8 24.l:%ae l l:%f3 
Black regains the pawn with a slightly more 
comfortable endgame, although it should be 
a draw. 

1 1 .ixc6? !  
1 I .ie2 is  necessary, although 1 I . . .ixc3t!?N 
1 2 .bxc3 a6 1 3 .0-0 b5 14 .Wfb3 Wd6= gives 
Black easy play. 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . .ixc3t 1 2 .bxc3 ixf3 1 3 .ixb7N 

1 3 .gxf3 bxc6 1 4 .'itie2 has been played a 
few times; Black has more than one decent 
continuation but 14 . . .  c5 ! ?Nt looks good to 
me. 

1 3  . . .  ixg2 1 4 .l:l:gl l:l:ab8 1 5 .l!Mc6 '1Mf3 1 6 .'1Mxc7 
l:l:fe8 1 7.'1Mg3 '1Mxg3 1 8 .hxg3 ie4 1 9.ia6 l:l:b2+ 

Black's piece activity is worth more than a 
pawn. 
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D21) IO.gel 

a b c d e f g h 
This is an old idea, intending a2-a3 followed 

by l:l:xc3. 

10 . . .  Yfg6 
1 0  . . .  l:l:d8 has been played by Kramnik but I 

don't like the idea of committing my rooks to 
the queenside - I 'd rather keep them free for 
attacking! 

An interesting alternative is: 
10 . . .  a6! ?  1 l .a3 ixc3t 1 2 .l:l:xc3 

And here my computer suggests a remarkable 
idea: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  llia7!?N 

Black intends . . .  c6 followed by manoeuvring 
the knight to d6 - but what happens if 
White grabs the c7-pawn? 

1 3 .l:l:xc7 
1 3 .ie2 c6 1 4 .0-0 if5 is fine for Black, as 
. . .  llib5 is coming next. 
1 3 .id3 if5 1 4.ixf5 '1Mxf5 1 5 .l:l:xc7 ( 1 5 .0-0 
llib5=) 1 5  . . .  l!Mb l t  1 6 .l!Md l '1Mxb2 1 7.0-0 
l:l:fc8 is close to equal . 

1 3  . . .  l!Mb6! 
Targeting the b2-pawn and gaining a 
significant amount of time. 

1 4 .l:l:c2 if5 1 5 .l:l:d2 l:l:fc8 1 6.ie2 l:l:c l t  1 7 .id l 
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1 9  . . .  lll c6� 
Intending . . .  llla5 with an ongoing initiative 

for the pawn. 

Returning to our main line, White may proceed 
with D21 1) 1 1 .Y;Yb3 or D212) 1 1 .Y;!fdl . 

D21 1) 1 1 .Y;!fb3 

1 1 . . J�eS!? 
I find this the most interesting move, keeping 

the rook as active as possible. 

1 1 . .  .l:!d8 is the solid alternative; after 1 2 .a3 
i.f8 1 3 .g3 lll e7 the players agreed a draw in 
Timman - Naroditsky, Helsingor 20 1 5 , just as 
the real battle was set to begin. 

12.a3 
1 2 .Wxd5 has not yet been tried; after 

1 2  . . .  i.e6 1 3 .Wb5 i.xa2= Black regains the 
pawn with a good position. 

12  . . .  i.a5!? 
This time Black offers a real gambit. 

12 . . .  i.xc3t is also possible. My analysis 
continues: 1 3 .l:!xc3 !:N ( 1 3 .Wxc3 a6 1 4 .g3 Wf6 
l 5 .i.g2 i.g4= Murzin - Akhmadeev, Kazan 
2009) 1 3  . .  :Wb l t 1 4.<i>d2 Wg6 1 5 .Wxd5 i.e6 
1 6.Wb5 

13.Y;!fxd5 i.g4! 
Without a hanging pawn on a2, there is no 

real point in putting the bishop on e6, so Black 
should prefer the more active development to 
g4 . 

14.Y;Yc4 l:!ad8 15  • .id3 Y;!ff6 16.i.e2 c!lixd4!N 
1 6  . . .  i.xf3 is good enough for equality after 

1 7.i.xf3N (rather than 1 7 .gxf3? lllxd4+ 
as in Kiselev - Naumkin, Moscow 1 986) 
17 . . .  Wxd4= .  The text move is a try for an 
advantage. 

a b c d e f g h 
17.c!lixd4 gxd4 18.Y;!fxd4 Y;!fxd4 19.exd4 
gxe2t 20.@fl l:!xb2:j: 

Black only has one pawn for the exchange, 
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but his pieces are tremendously active and 
White is under real pressure. 

0212) 1 1 .°flYdl 

The point of this move is to prepare a2-a3 
followed by �xc3 without allowing a check on 
b l .  

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . •• i.e6!? 

Once again, I prefer not to move the f8-rook 
away from the kingside. 

That said, l l . . .  �d8 is a solid choice, with 1 2 .a3 
.if8 1 3 .h3 !iJe? being the typical regrouping 
plan. After the further 14 . .id3 'Wf6 1 5 .0-0 
!iJf5 1 6  . .ib l !iJh4 the players agreed a draw in 
Feller - Fressinet, Nimes 2009. 

12.a3 J.d6 13.!iJb5 l:lac8 
Black anticipates the likely exchange on d6. 

I believe that his active pieces and open c-file 
should provide at least enough compensation 
for the slight damaging of his pawn structure. 

1 3  . . .  �fc8 was played in the Huss - Milov game 
quoted below, but it seems more logical to keep 
one rook on the kingside, especially when you 
see Black's next move in the main line below. 

14.h3 

White wants to play g2-g3 , but first guards 
against . . .  .tg4 ideas. 
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a 
14 .•• £5! 

c d e f h 

Now that . . .  .tg4 has been ruled out, it makes 
sense to lead with this move to generate play 
on the kingside. 

15.!iJxd6 cxd6 16.g3 !iJa5 17.l:lxc8 l:lxc8 
The Swiss IM Huss has reached this position 

with White in two games. 

18.J.g2 
This was his first try . 
l 8 . .id3 was his attempted improvement but 

it didn't work out well after: 1 8  . . .  !iJc4 1 9 .'Wb l ?  
!iJxe3! 

a b c d e f g h 
20.g4? !iJg2t 2 1 .iid2 !iJf4-+ Huss - Khenkin, 
Geneva 2007. 
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The game continued: 1 8  .. . f4 1 9 .exf4 
( 1 9 .tllh4!?N is a computer suggestion which 
may bring White an edge with accurate play) 
1 9  . . .  We4t 20.Wfl Wc2 (20 . . .  tll c4!?) 2 1 .We l 
Wc l 22.'it?gl �c2� Huss - Milov, Lausanne 
2003. 

19.0-0! 
1 9 .Wb l ? ! is dangerous after: 1 9  . . .  lllxe3 ! ?  

( 1 9  . . .  �c6 intending . . .  �b6 also looks 
promising) 20.fxe3 Wxg3t 2 1 .'it?fl f4 

� �,,�.�-
6 , ,  . .  ,%.�.1-- - - -%� �� , , , , , %� �� , , , , , : �.�A�.�� 
3 � � ... . . . %��B8 
2 , , ,,,%� ��".,, , , %��t� -���,� � 

a b c d e f g h 
22.We l (22.exf4? loses to 22 . . .  Wxf4 with 
threats of . . .  �cl t and . . .  .if5) 22 . . .  �c2 23 .Wxg3 
fxg3+ The position remains murky but more 
dangci:rous for White. 
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a b c d e f g h 
19 . . .  �xb2 20.Yllfb3 �c4 2 1 .Yllixb7 Yllff7= 

D22) IO.J.e2 

1 1 .0-0 
The most significant alternative is: 

1 1 .a3 .ixc3t 1 2 .bxc3 b5 ! ?  
This i s  the reason why I favour the earlier 
. . .  a6. This approach was tried by my 
brother, GM Nick Pere, in his first outing 
with the Ragozin during the 20 1 6  British 
Championship. 

1 3 .Wd l 
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1 3  . .ixb5?  axb5 1 4.'Wxa8 .ih3 turns out 
badly for White. 
1 3 .'Wb3 'Wd6 1 4.0-0 . .id7 ( 1 4  . . .  .if5N also 
seems fine) l 5 .llld2 lll a5= Chatalbashev -
Arnaudov, Sunny Beach 20 1 5 .  

1 3  . . .  .ig4 1 4.0-0 lll a5 

8 .i ��f%��-� : !J�.�4{�. 
5 •l� l�"-- - -�� - - - - -
4 ,, , , , , ;� ���� '� 

-� ��ref . . . . %m-� �� 3 - �  f� f�lt:J-2 ' "  , %� , . , . , %� :i.� � � - - - -��� � .... . �pz4"" � � -�d�'i� 
a b c d e f g h 

1 5 .lll e5 .ixe2 1 6.Wxe2 'Wd6 1 7 .a4 lll c4 
l 8 .llld3 c6 l 9 .lll c5 a5! 

Chances are level, and White made a natural 
but slightly inaccurate move on the next 
turn. 

20.axb5? !  cxb5 2 1 .g3 'Wc6+ 
Black stood slightly better thanks to 

the passed a-pawn in Ward - N. Pert, 
Bournemouth 20 1 6. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1  . . .  J.e6 12JUc1 i.d6 13.'Wdl 

1 3 .a3 is a natural alternative, when I would 
like to mention two contrasting approaches: 

a) 1 3  . . .  g5 1 4 .Wd l Ei:ad8 1 5 .lll a4 was slightly 
more pleasant for White in Van Wely - So, 
Wijk aan Zee 20 1 6; So's move order has a 
couple of drawbacks which I will say more 
about below. I analysed the game in more detail 
and actually found that Black is okay after a 
later improvement, but I think Black can make 
his life easier by avoiding this path altogether. 

b) Instead I would like to recommend: l 3 . . .  Ei:fe8 
(or 1 3  . . .  lll e7 first, with similar ideas) 14 .b4 (or 
the immediate 1 4 .'Wd l lll e7) 14 . . .  lll e7, when 
I doubt that White has anything better than 
transposing to variation 0222 with 1 5 .'Wd l .  
White could certainly consider other moves, 
but Black should be fine as long as he has a 
firm grasp of the plans which will soon be 
explained. 

13 . . .  ti)e7 
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a b c d e f g h 
This is a typical regrouping move. However, 

Black's plan over the next few moves is not set 
in stone, and will vary according to personal 
preference, as well as what White does. 

White has opted for this regrouping move in To understand some of the nuances of the 
the great majority of games . position, let's begin by considering the 
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Van Wely - So  game mentioned above, where 
Black played . . .  g5 and . . .  E:ad8. I would prefer 
to refrain from both of these moves for the 
time being. The . . .  g5 move can certainly be 
considered in some lines, but it's a committal 
move and not necessarily the most useful way 
to spend a tempo. I also think Black should 
leave the a8-rook on its original square for the 
moment, in order to be able to meet lLia4 with 
. . .  b6, stopping the knight from going to c5.  We 
will see this plan in variation D223 below. 

In addition to the above points, I believe Black 
should avoid committing the f8-rook to the 
queenside, as this piece may instead be used 
for a kingside attack. Another useful idea to 
remember is that b2-b4 may be met by . . .  lLic8 
followed by . . .  lLib6-c4, as shown in variation 
D222. If White does not commit to any 
particular plan, Black can improve his position 
with moves like . . .  E:fe8, . . .  g5 and . . .  �g7, 
avoiding any premature moves with the 
a8-rook or e7-knight. 

Now that we have some idea of the different 
plans and resources available, we will look at 
some concrete variations. White's three main 
options are 0221)  14.lfabl ,  D222) 14.a3 
and 0223) 14.tll a4. 

0221)  14.l�abl  

I encountered this move in  a game in  20 1 5 . 

14 . . .  J.f5 
Possibly the most accurate move, although it 

could lead to a threefold repetition. 

14 . . .  ltJg6 1 5 .b4 b5 ! ?N 1 6.a4 c600 is an 
interesting way to keep the position more 
complex. 

1 6 .a4 lLif5 1 7.b5 axb5 1 8 .axb5 c5 1 9 .b6 cxd4 
20.exd4 

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  g5 ! ?  (20 . . .  .if4N 2 1 .E:c2 E:c8=) 2 1 .lLib5 
.if4 22.E:c3 .id7? !  (I should have preferred 
22 . . .  E:c8N 23.lLic7 g400) 23 .lLic?;!; Hill -
R. Pert, Southend 20 1 5 .  

15.J.d3 J.g4 16.b4!? 
1 6  . .ie2! ?  invites a repetition. 

16  . . .  c6 17 . .ie2 J.f5 
1 7  . . .  lLig6 1 8 .lLiel  .if5 1 9  . .id3 E:fe8 20.a4 

E:ad8 2 1 .b5 was objectively okay for Black in 
Arencibia Rodriguez - L. Bronstein, Buenos 
Aires 2005 ,  but I don't think there is anything 
to be gained by allowing White to carry out his 
minority attack. 

1 4  . . .  E:ad8 ! ?  was my choice when I encountered a b C d e f g h 
this variation. The game continued: 1 5 .b4 c6 18.J.d3 
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1 8 .�b2? !  allows 1 8  . . .  a5!+ with . . .  ia3 in the 
air. 

18  . . .  .lg4 19  . .Ae2= 
The game might end in a repetition. If you 

wish to play for more than a draw, then I 
would suggest move 1 4  as the place to deviate. 
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D222) 14.a3 

This has not been as popular as the variation 
below, but it has been tested by some strong 
players, including the world champ. White 
wants to establish his pawns on a3 and b4 
before taking further action on the queenside. 

14 .. J:UeS 
This is the most flexible waiting move. 

1 4  . . .  �fd8?! was Aronian's choice against 
Carlsen but it is too passive for my taste. It is 
worth showing a bit more of the game, as the 
world number one steadily builds his position 
while Black struggles to do anything. l 5 .b4 
ltJc8 1 6.ltJa4 b6 1 7.ltJb2 ltJe7 1 8 .liJd3 ltJg6 
1 9 .a4 a5 20.b5 

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  �e8 2 1 .�c3 if5 22.�ac l  �ad8 23 .liJd2 
�d7 24.g3 ttJ ffi  25 .ig4 ltJh7 26.ixf5 'Wxf5 
27.'Wf3± Carlsen - Aronian, Wijk aan Zee 
20 1 5 . 

l 4 . . .  c6! ?  is a slightly different approach which 
also seems quite viable. The following recent 
game illustrates Black's chances quite well : 
1 5 .ltJa4 �ae8 1 6 .b4?! ( 1 6 .ltJc5 ic8 1 7 .'Wb3 
seems a better try, when l 7 . . .  ig4!?  is an 
interesting pawn sac: 1 8 .ltJxb? [or 1 8 .'Wxb? 
�b8 1 9 .'Wxa6 �xb2�] 1 8  . . .  �b8�) 1 6  . . .  g5 
l 7 .ltJc5 ic8 l 8 .liJd3 g4 l 9 .liJd2 h5 20.a4 
'Wg5 
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a b c d e f g h 
2 l .b5 h4 22.bxa6 bxa6 23.e4 f6 24.exd5 cxd5 
25 .ltJfl f5t Black's kingside strategy worked 
perfectly in Schenk - Pio run, Germany 20 1 6. 

1 5.b4 
This seems the most consistent move, and is 

in line with Carlsen's treatment of the position. 
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1 5 .llid2!?N 
Nikos N tirlis suggested this move. The 
idea is to make a useful prophylactic move, 
preparing llifl to defend the kingside, 
while avoiding anything committal on the 
queenside (see the main line below for why 
this is important) . 

l 5 . . .  llig6!?  
My computer suggested this move, with 
the amazing idea of sending this knight on 
a long trip to d7, from where it can either 
support a . . .  c5 pawn break or go to f6 after 
. . .  Vff e7. 
1 5  . . .  g5 1 6 .llifl Vffg7 1 7.llia4 b6 1 8 .1'k3 g4 
1 9 .Ei:ac l h5 20.b4 could also be investigated. 
It looks playable but also quite tricky for 
Black, as he must watch out for a Elxc7 
exchange sac, as well as the tactical possibility 
of llic5 .  

1 6 .llifl llif8 l 7 .llia4 llid7 
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a b c d e f g h 
l 8 .b4 b6 l 9 .llic3 

1 9 .Elc3 Vffe7 20.Elac l  llif6 also seems decent 
for Black. 

l 9 . . .  Vff e700 
Black can follow up with either . . .  c5 or 

. . .  llif6, depending on White's approach. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  tlicS!N 

This was suggested by Max Illingworth as 
a way to gain equal chances, and I like his 
approach of aiming for the c4-square. Black 
has the two bishops and is generally well 
developed, so why hold back? 

16.tlia4 b5 17.tlic5 tlib6= 
The knight is heading for c4, blocking out 

White's queenside play. 

D223) 14.tlia4 b6 

As I explained earlier, this move is the reason 
why I believe Black should generally keep the 
rook on a8 for as long as possible. Interestingly, 
this position was first tested as early as 1 953 ,  
and i t  remains topical today. White has tried 
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a bunch of moves but often the general plans 
will remain similar from one line to the next, 
so I have chosen to focus on D2231)  15 .b4 
and D2232) 15.a3. 

02231)  15 .b4 g5 16.�b2 �g6 

7 
6 
5 
4 

a b c d e f g h 
25 . . .  i.g4 26.i.xg4 hxg4 27.'8.xc7 '8.e2 28.h3 
gxh3 29.'8. l c6 'itig7 30.gxh3 '8.xa2 3 1 .'8.xb6 
'8.a4 32 .'8.bb? '8.f8 33.'8.a? '8.xd4 Y2-Y2 Roiz -
Tomashevsky, Saratov 20 1 1 .  

18.a4 a5 19.b5 f6 20.�d2 
20.'8.c3N looks more sensible; after 20 . . .  h5 

2 1 .'8.ac l '8.ae8 22 .ll'ld2 g4 the position remains 
unclear. 

21Jk3 f4 22.gacl fxe3 23.fxe3 �h4 24.g3 
�f5 25.�fl gae8 26.�fl ge7 27.i.h5 @hs 
28.�g4 �h4! 29.�d2 

29.gxh4? gxh4 leaves White too exposed: 
30.<±>h l (30.'8.3c2 'Wg5-+) 30 . . .  Wg5 3 1 .lt'ie5 
i.xe5 32.dxe5 '8.f2-+ 

a b c d e f g h 
29 . . .  .ib4!N 

The most accurate, although 29 . . .  i.£7+ was 
also unpleasant for White in Werle - Gajewski , 
Wunsiedel 20 1 6. 
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30.tlieS hc3 3I .:axc3 �h3+ 

02232) 1 5.a3 g5 

Once again, Black sets his kingside counterplay 
in motion. 

a b c d e f g h 
16.b4 

This is the natural follow-up. I will mention 
a few other examples; the exact moves are 
not so important, but they are just meant to 
illustrate the general plans and possible piece 
manoeuvres. 

1 6.g3 
This move was played against me by IM 
Christof Sielecki in an online blitz game. He 
subsequently commented upon the game 
in a video on Chessexplained, his YouTube 
channel. During his commentary he was 
particularly negative about White's position, 
as he felt it was difficult for White to find 
something constructive to do, whereas 
Black's plan of pushing the f-pawn was 
straightforward and effective. 

1 6  . . .  Wg7 1 7 .lll c3 f5 1 8 .id3?! 
1 8 .Wd2 is better. A possible continuation 
is: 1 8  . . .  f4! ?  (the preparatory 1 8  . . .  lll g6 also 
looks sensible) 1 9 .gxf4 gxf4t 20.Wh l 
Wh8 2 1 .l"lgl fxe3 22.fxe3 (22.Wxe3 Wf6+) 
22 . . .  Wf6 23.l"lafl ih3 24.l"lf2 We6oo 

1 8  .. .f4! 
White is already in serious trouble. 

8 ! ��.;.% �'i&ef.��i 1 � r• sr �� 
6 i.: %-I� " - -%� 
s � %.-,��

�
T -

4 
�. ��(j�-j� 

3 �� �;,m. )},%�rr{r.:::�� 0% /�- ��0%f:.'LJ�� 2 %� -� - -%� . %� 
� - %��1- .%� . 

a b c d e f g h 
1 9 .e4 fxg3 20.fxg3 ig4 2 1 .ie2 dxe4 22.CLle5? !  

22.lllxe4 was necessary although 22 . . .  Wh8 is 
still clearly better for Black. 

22 . . .  ixe2 23 .Wxe2 ixe5 24.dxe5 Wxe5 
25 .lllxe4 llld5 26.l':ld l l':lae8 27.l':lxd5 Wxe4 
28 .Wxe4 l"lxe4 

I converted the extra pawn to victory in 
Chessexplained - Antidrome, Internet 20 1 5 . 

1 6 .llld2 
This move is waving a red flag at the f-pawn! 

1 6  . . .  Wg7 1 7.l':lc3 f5 1 8 .l':lac l 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8  . . .  l"la7!? 

It is hard to say if this is the best move, but 
it could be a useful idea to remember in 
positions where you feel the l':lxc7 exchange 
sac could be a problem. 
1 8  . . .  f4N is a good alternative: 1 9 .l':lxc7 fxe3 
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20.fxe3 Axe? 2 l .Elxc7 Elac8+ 
1 9 .b4 f4 

I am not sure if it's helpful to include 
1 9  . . .  aS!?N 20.b5 before playing 20 . . .  f4. 
After 2 l .e4 Wf xd4 the knight on a4 is slightly 
loose, but it's still defended by the queen on 
d l .  

20.e4 Wfxd4 2 l .exd5 
Now Black's most accurate continuation 
would have been: 

a b c d e f g h 
2 1  . . .  i.fS!N 

2 l . . .  Wf xd5 ?  soon led to a draw in Miron -
Cornette, Germany 20 1 6, but both players 
overlooked a nasty trick in 22.lLixb6! cxb6 
23.Eld3 Wf e5 24.lLif3,  when White wins back 
the piece with a huge advantage. 

22 .lLic4 Wfxdl t 23 . .ixd l b5 24.lLixd6 cxd6 
White is under some pressure in the 
endgame. For instance: 

25 .lLib6 Elb8 
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a b c d e f g h 

26.Elc7! Elbb7! 27.Elxb7 Elxb7 28.lLia8 Elb8 
29 .lLic7 Elc8+ 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
16 . . .  g4 

Sometimes Black puts the knight on g6 
before taking further action, but in this 
position it seems fine to plough ahead with the 
pawns. 

17.�d.2 h5 18.�fl �g5 19.�b2 h4 20.�d3 
©g7 

20 . . .  lLig6!N--+ would have prevented White's 
next move while planning . .  . f5-f4.  
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22Jk3 tl:ig6 23J�acl Y!le7 
23 . . .  lllxe5 24.dxe5 ixe5 25 .i'l:xc7t ixc7 

26.i'l:xc7t i'l:f7 27.i'l:c6 \Wf600 

24 . . .  tllxe5 25.dxe5 i.xe5 26J:k6 J.d6 
27 . .ibl a5 28.b5 gacs; 

Sargissian - Fressinet, Huaian (blitz) 20 1 6 . 

Conclusion 

This chapter concludes our coverage of the 
5 .cxd5 exd5 branch of the Ragozin. This pawn 
trade saves White the bother of worrying 
about . . .  dxc4, but it's also a slight concession 
in that it gives the c8-bishop a clear view 
towards the kingside. If White does not 
follow up with critical , active moves (the most 
obvious one being 6.ig5) then his chances 
for an opening advantage are diminished. The 
positions are still interesting of course; it seems 
to me that quite a few of the lines end up 
being theoretically equal but practically more 
pleasant for Black, thanks to his bishop pair 
and kingside attacking chances. 





PART II 

5.ig5 



Introduction to 5.ig5 dxc4! 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.1£if3 t£if6 4.1£ic3 ib4 5.ig5 
This is the absolute main line and arguably the most critical move at White's disposal. White 

brings the bishop to its most active square and refrains from exchanging on d5 ,  thus keeping the 
c8-bishop blocked in. 

8 
7 
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a b c d e f g h 
5 . . .  dxc4! 

I really wanted to go for this move as it is consistent with our strategy elsewhere in the book, 
where we will look to play . . .  dxc4 and create an imbalance at the right moment. It does mean 
inviting a transposition to the main line of the Vienna Variation (which usually begins with 
4 . . .  dxc4 - see the Vienna section below for more about this) but I promise that this is not as scary 
as it may sound. I personally have some experience playing the Vienna Variation but I have rarely 
had a chance to play the main line, as White has several ways to deviate from it, as noted below. 

Another thing I have noticed when playing this line in tournaments, and even in blitz, is that 
after I play 5 . . .  dxc4, there is often a long pause from my opponent, who suddenly realizes he will 
have to transpose to some sort of Vienna. Many of these players then proceed with what they 
deem to be a safe move (usually 6 .e3) , in which case Black immediately gets a chance to fight for 
the advantage. 

5 . . .  h6 is the 'pure Ragozin' move which many top players are currently using. Although clearly 
a good move, the problem is that it is hard for Black to play for a win in many of the lines. For 
example the current main line runs 6 .ixf6 'Wxf6 7.e3 0-0 8 .E:cl dxc4 9.ixc4 c5 1 0 .0-0 cxd4 



Introduction to 5 . .ig5 dxc4! 8 1  

l 1 .lllxd4 .id7 1 2 .VBb3 lll c6 1 3 .lllxc6 .ixc3 
1 4 .:gxc3 .ixc6 1 5  . .ib5 .id5 1 6  . .ic4 ic6 
l 7 .ib5 id5 1 8 .ic4 with an immediate draw. 
This is fine in certain situations, but hardly 
an ideal opening choice when facing a weaker 
opponent, or playing in an open tournament 
where a win is needed. 

Comparing 5.J.g5 dxc4! 
with the Vienna Variation 

"If the Vienna Variation is so great, why not 
play that instead of the Ragozin in the first 
place?" you may be tempted to ask. 

l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3 .lll f3 lll f6 4.lll c3 dxc4 is a 
Vienna proper, when White has the following 
options: 

b) 5 .e3 is a common choice, leading to a 
version of the Queen's Gambit Accepted after 
5 . . .  a6 6 . .ixc4 (or 6 .a4) . Our move order avoids 
the QGA transposition. 

c) 5 .e4 ib4 6.ixc4!? (6 .ig5 transposes to 
our Ragozin repertoire) 6 . . .  lllxe4 7 .0-0 is a 
modern, dangerous pawn sacrifice which has 
scored well , including at the top level. Our 
move order cuts this out. 

d) 5 .VBa4t!? leads to positions resembling the 

Semi-Slav; once again,  our move order cuts 
this out. 

The Vienna is still a good opening of course. 
On balance, however, I find White's alternatives 
in the Ragozin, such as 5 .cxd5 and 5 .VBa4t, less 
troublesome to deal with than the lines above. 
A final issue with the Vienna move order is that 
Black will have to find another system after 
l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3 .lllc3 without lllf3. When you 
play the Ragozin, on the other hand, you can 
meet 3.lllc3 with 3 . . .  ib4, when you can either 
transpose to a Ragozin (after a subsequent 
lll f3) or at least reach a position of a somewhat 
similar character with the bishop on b4. 

*** 

Before exploring any detailed variations, here 
is a brief summary of White's main options 
after 1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 tLif6 4.�c3 .ih4 
5 . .ig5 dxc4: 

6.e4 
6.a3 is a positional approach which will be 

looked at shortly. 

6 .e3 is played more often than it should be. 
Black can exploit this timid response with 
6 . . .  b5 ! ,  obtaining an excellent game, as I will 
show in Chapter 4. 
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6 .Wl'a4t lll c6 will be analysed in Chapter 8 
under the move order 5 .Wl'a4t lll c6 6 .i.g5 
dxc4. 

6 .Wl'c2 transposes to 5 .Wi'c2 dxc4 6.i.g5 , as 
covered in variation B3 of Chapter 1 5 . 

The text move is White's most ambitious and 
best choice. I have chosen to offer two options 
against it: 

6 . . .  c5 is the main line, which I wholeheartedly 
recommend. It requires some precise opening 
knowledge as White has a number of choices, 
some of which are quite critical . That said, I 
believe a careful study of Chapters 5 and 6 
will pay dividends . Many strong grandmasters 
continue to play this variation today, with 
generally fine results. 

6 . . .  b5!? is a relatively unexplored sideline 
which may appeal to those who yearn for a 
complicated game while cutting down on 
opening theory. Although played occasionally 
at the top level, the lines are far from being 
worked out. It's definitely a line for adventurous 
players, but Chapter 7 shows that Black has 
reasonable chances, and there's a good chance 
that your opponents will have a hard time 
finding their way through the mess! 



Chapter 4 
a b c d e f g h  

6.a3 & 6.e3 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.�c3 .ih4 s . .ig5 dxc4! 

A) 6.a3 hc3t 7.bxc3 c5 
Al) 8.�a4t 
A2) 8.e3 

B) 6.e3 b5 
Bl) 7.�d2 
B2) 7 . .ie2 
B3) 7.a4 c6 

B3 1 )  8.�e5 
B32) 8.�d2 
B33) 8 . .ie2 .ih7 9.0-0 a6 

B33 1)  1 0.�e4 
B332) 10.�eS 

84 
84 
86 
87 
88 
90 
9 1  
9 1  
93 
95 
96 
97 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lllf3 lllf6 4.lll c3 �b4 
5.�g5 dxc4! 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
As I explained in the introductory comments, 

6 .e4 is White's only really ambitious 
continuation. Before we study it, the present 
chapter will deal with the lesser options of 
A) 6.a3 and B) 6.e3. 

A) 6.a3 

White goes for a positional approach, hoping 
to profit from the bishop pair and strong pawn 
centre. The drawback is that it's a bit slow. 

6 . . .  �xc3t 7.hxc3 c5 
I find this move the most appealing, although 

several others have been tried. 

White has two main options: Al) 8.ffa4t 
and A2) 8.e3. 

8 .�xf6 Wxf6 9.e3 0-0 1 0 .�xc4 occurred in 
Van Wely - Thavandiran, Philadelphia 20 1 0, 
and now 1 0  . . .  b6N 1 1 .0-0 �b7 1 2 .�d3 lll d7= 
would have given Black good play, as indicated 
by both Lysyj and Sherbakov. 

Al) 8.ffa4t �d7 9.ffxc4 

This continuation lacks bite: White regains his 
pawn but falls behind in development. 

9 ... cxd4 10.cxd4 0-0 l 1 .e3 
1 l .e4 can of course be met by 1 1 . . .h6 

l 2 .�xf6 Wxf6, when White controls the centre 
but has lost his bishop pair. After the further 
1 3 .�d3 Ei:c8 1 4.Wa2 lll c6 1 5 .Wb2 �e8 1 6.0-0 
Ei:d8 1 7 .eS Wf4 Black was doing fine in Bartel 
- Balogh, Warsaw 2007. The d4-pawn is under 
fire, while Black may also be able to play on 
the queenside with moves like . . .  lll a5 ,  . . .  �a4 
and . . .  Ei:ac8. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 .  . .  ff aSt!?N 

This new move is one of a few good options. 

1 1 . . .lll c6 has been played before and also 
seems perfectly fine, for instance: 1 2 .Wc5 El:c8 
1 3 .�d3 El:e8 1 4 .�xf6 Wxf6 1 5 .Wd6 Ei:cd8 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 6.0-0 ( 1 6.ie4 e5 1 7 .'Wxf6 gxf6 1 8 .dxe5 
fxe5= Javakhishvili - Macieja, Aix-les-Bains 
20 1 1 ) 1 6  . . .  e5 1 7.'Wxf6 gxf6 1 8 .d5 'De? 1 9 .e4 
'Dxd5 20.exd5 e4 2 l .ie2 exf3 22.ixf3 Wf8 
23.:B:fc l  :B:c8= Mamedyarov - Aronian, San 
Sebastian 2006. 

12.VNb4 VNxb4t 13.axb4 tildS 
Black goes after the b4-pawn; he can always 

throw in . .  . f6 before taking it in order to stop 
any ie7 ideas. 

14.bS 
14 .iid2 is harmless at best: 14 .. . f6 1 5 .if4 

White must be ready to meet . . .  'Dxb4 with 
id6. ( 1 5 .ih4 'Dxb4+) 1 5  . . .  'Dxf4 1 6.exf4 'Dc6 

14 . . .  £6 15.i.f4 lllc3 16.i.d6 �Ms 17.b6 lll c6 
18  . .id3!? 

Preparing iid2. 

1 8 .bxa? would be a safer choice, although 
Black is doing fine after either recapture. 
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a b c d e f g h 
18  . . .  ies 19.ig3 

1 9 .ic??! :B:dc8 20.iid2 'Dd5+ 

19 . . .  axb6 20.©d2 ttla4 21 .Ac4 

22.he6t 
22 .ixb5?  'Dxd4!+ 

22 . . .  i.f7 23 . .txf7t ©xf7t 
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Intending . . .  b4, when Black's queenside 
activity looks more important than White's 
central pawns. 

A2) 8.e3 

As I mentioned earlier, this is more challenging 
than the previous variation. 

9.exd4 
9 .cxd4?! has not yet been tried. It's just about 

playable, but needlessly risky for White. Play 
might continue: 9 . . .  W/a5t I O .Wf d2 c3 l l .Wf c2 
id7 1 2 .ll'le5 !  Without this tactical resource, 
White would be in serious trouble. 

1 2  . . .  0-0 (White is ready to meet 1 2  . . .  ia4 
with 1 3 .ll'lc4! ,  and if 1 3  . . .  W/xg5 ? 1 4 .W/xa4t 
ll'lc6 l 5 .h4! Black's queen suddenly proves to 
be misplaced) 1 3 .ixf6 gxf6 1 4 .ll'lc4 ( 1 4.ll'lxd7 
ll'lxd7 and Black is at least equal) 1 4  . . .  'Wd5 
l 5 .'Wxc3 ll'lc6 The position is approximately 
equal, although White still has to be slightly 
careful due to his slow development and the 
open c-file. 

9 ... tlibd7 10.hc4 Y!fc7 1 1 .Ylfd3 
Roiz notes that l 1 .Wlb3 0-0 1 2 .0-0 b6 is 

equal . 

1 1  . . .  0-0 12.0-0 b6 13J:Uel 
Roiz mentions that White gets nowhere after 

1 3 .ih4 ib7 ( 1 3  . . .  ll'lh5 ! ?  is another good way 
to meet White's bishop manoeuvre) 1 4.ig3 
W/c8 1 5 .:!:'i:ac l ixf3 1 6.gxf3 a6= .  
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a b c d e f g h 
13 . . .  .ib7 14.i.a2 gfd8 

Black places the rook opposite the enemy 
queen and sets up a possible . . .  ll'lc5-e4 jump. 
There are a few other good continuations, with 
the choice mainly coming down to personal 
preference. 

14 . . .  :!:'i:ac8 1 5 .c4 :B:fe8 16 .:B:ad l occurred in 
Roiz - Madeja, Santa Clara 20 1 4. Here Roiz 
recommends 1 6  . . .  h6N l 7.ih4 ll'lh500, when 
play remains balanced. 
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1 4  . . .  b5 ! ?  is another option mentioned by 
Roiz. Let me add a couple of illustrative lines: 
1 5 .�ac l (After 1 5 .'1Wxb5 ixf3 1 6 .gxf3 1Wxc3 
l 7.ie3 �fb800 White has the bishop pair, but 
look at his pawn structure . . .  ) This position 
occurred in T. Heinz - Stickler, Bavaria 2005 .  
I think Black should have continued: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  hGN 1 6.ih4 ixf3! ?  Eliminating the 
knight before it jumps to e5 and starts an 
attack. 1 7.'\Wxf3 '1Wa5 1 8 .c4 '1Wd200 

a b c d e f g h 
15.VNe3 b5 I6J3acl l3dc8 

l 6 . . .  �ac8N is also playable; my main line 
continues 1 7 .llie5 llixe5 l 8 .'1Wxe5 ( 1 8 .dxe5? !  
'\Wc6 1 9 . f3 llig4 works out in Black's favour) 
1 8  . . .  '\Wxe5 1 9 .dxe5 h6 20.ih4 �d2 2 1 .ixe6 
fxe6 22.exf6 g5 23 .ig3 i;t>f7 24.ie5 id5 
25 .�cd l �c2 26.h3 �c4= and it should be a 
draw due to the opposite-coloured bishops. 

I7.i.f4 VNa5 1s.id6 VNb6= 
Black had no problems in Lalich - Wojtaszek, 

Baku 20 1 5 . 

B) 6.e3 

This is a common choice among 
unsuspecting opponents who prefer not to 
get involved in the complexities of a main line 
Vienna. However, White's life will be anything 
but simple, as Black gets to keep his extra pawn 
while obtaining active prospects for his pieces. 

6 ..• b5 
Unlike the 6.e4 b5 variation, White is 

unable to go on the offensive with e4-e5 here. 
Instead he will have to aim for some kind of 
piece play in the centre, possibly combined 
with moves like a2-a4 and b2-b3 to open lines 
on the queenside. 

We will analyse Bl) 7.tlJd2, B2) 7.i.e2 and 
B3) 7.a4 , the last of which is the main line. 

A rare sideline is: 
7 .llie5 ib7 8 .a4 h6!? 

8 . . .  c6 transposes to the later variation B3 1 .  
Black is doing well there, so this would seem 
the simplest option. 
The text move is an attempt to take 
advantage of White's slightly inaccurate 
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move order. It seems good for Black, albeit 
rather complicated. 

9 .ih4 a6 1 0 .ie2 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  lt:lbd?!N 

1 0  . . .  g5 has been played but after l l .ig3!N 
(rather than l 1 .ih5? !  lt:lxh5 1 2 .Wfxh5 ;gh7 
1 3 .ig3 ixg2 1 4.:ggl ib7 1 5 .h4 lt:ld7 
1 6 .lt:lxd? 'it?xd7+ as in Scafarelli - Oren, 
Helsinki 1 952) l l . . .ixg2 1 2 .if3 ixh l 
1 3 .ixh l lt:ld5 14 .Wfh5 White has a strong 
initiative for the exchange. 

l l .f4 
l l .if3 lt:lxe5 1 2 .ixb? it:ld3t 1 3 .'ktie2 ;gb8 
1 4 .ic6t 'ktif8-+ also favours Black. 

l l . . .g5 1 2 .fxg5 lt:le4 
1 2  . . .  ltld5 is likely co lead co the same thing. 

( 1 7.g6t? lt:lf6 1 8 .ixf6t 'ktid7 1 9 .ixd8 
lt:lxe3-+) l 7 . . .  'it?e8= White can (and muse) 
force a draw. 
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3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6.lt:lxb? Wfc8 l 7.g6t it:lf6 1 8 .ixf6t 'ktid7 

This looks incredibly murky but ultimately 
Black seems co be better, for instance: 

s x �i� �Wf) . . .  7 �ltjf�·- • 
6 r� . . . . .  %� •"�;� �wt� �� �� �---· · : !'T�·-.�� 
3 �

,,., , .• . . . . %�· j@.. 
2 ���-��r� g{··· · "� 'I)�·: r;,r· · · 

a b c d e f g h 
1 9 .ixh8 lt:lxe3 20.Eif7+ ltc6 2 1 .if3t it:ld5+ 

White is running out of ideas. You certainly 
don't need co memorize chis, especially as 
8 . . .  c6 would have transposed co one of the 
main lines analysed lacer. Nevertheless, it 
was a fun line co analyse, and it should open 
your eyes co some of che amazing tactical 
possibilities which may arise in these positions . 

BI)  7.�d.2 a6 

7 . . .  c6 was played by �arodicsky in 20 1 5  (as 
well as Stuart Conquest back in 1 987!) but 
the text move looks better co me, as it keeps 
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the long diagonal open for the bishop when it 
arrives on b7. 

s.�a 
This seems like the consistent follow-up. 

8 .a4 ib7 9.axb5 ixc3 1 0 .bxc3 ( 1 0 .bxa6?? is 
a blunder as 1 0  . . .  ixd2t comes with check! 
l l .�xd2 lllxa6 and Black is a piece up.) 
10 . . .  axb5+ White will struggle to demonstrate 
compensation. 

8 .. . Ei:a7 
8 . . .  c6!?N also looks promising for Black, for 

instance: 9 .lllde4 ll:lbd7 1 0 .ie2 0-0 1 1 .0-0 
h6 1 2 .ixf6 lllxf6 1 3 .lllxf6t �xf6 1 4 .�xc6 
Ei:b8+ Followed by . . .  ib7. 
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a b c d e f g h 

9.a4N 
White needs an improvement on the 

following game: 9 .e4? ib7 1 0 .0-0-0 ie7 
l l .h4 lll c6 1 2 .d5 llld4 1 3 .�f4 h6 1 4 .ixf6 
gxf6 l 5 .dxe6 lllxe6+ Martino - Sakurai , 
Buenos Aires 1 99 1 .  

The text move is more challenging, as White 
tries to take advantage of the misplaced rook 
on a7. Black should still be doing well though. 

9 . . .  i.b7 
9 . . .  Ei:b700 looks a bit clumsy, although Black's 

position is still okay. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
10.Lf<i 

1 0 .�g3 Ei:a8! ?+ also leaves White without 
enough compensation. 

10  ... gxf6 
After 1 0  . . .  �xf6? ! l l .�xf6 gxf6 1 2 .axb5 Ei:a8 

1 3 .bxa6 Ei:xa6 1 4 .Ei:xa6 lllxa6 1 5 .f3 c5 1 6 .ixc4 
rtle7 l 7.rtif2 cxd4 1 8 .exd4 Ei:d8� Black actually 
has reasonable compensation for the pawn -
but there is no point in going for this when we 
could be a pawn up instead! 

1 1 .�h5 c5! 
l l . . .c6 is a playable move, leading to an 

unclear game, bur the text is stronger. 
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8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
12.dxc5 'ifa5 13.'ifdl bxa4 14.Yfxa4t 

1 4 .l!xa4 'Wxc5+ 

14 .. . 'ifxa4 1 5J�xa4 hc5i 
White will win back the c4-pawn, but Black's 

bishop pair gives him the better prospects in 
the endgame. 

B2) 7.ie2 

7 . . .  lll bd7!? has been played a few times. A 
good example continued 8 .0-0 c6 9 .'Wc2 
ib7 1 0 .llle5 'Wb6 1 1 .lllxd7 lllxd7 1 2 .lll e4 f5 

1 3 .a3 ie7 1 4.ixe7 cJ;;xe7 1 5 .lll g5 c500 with 
murky play in Lasinskas - Kolev, La Laguna 
2009. 

8.0-0 a6 
White's last move broke the pin on the 

c3-knight, so the b5-pawn needed to be 
defended. 

9.a4 
9 .lll e5 can be met by 9 . . .  'Wc8!?N (9 . . .  ll:\bd7 

should also be fine) intending 1 O .if3 lll fd7! 
when Black is ready to trade some pieces and 
ultimately exploit his extra pawn. 

9 . . .  tlibd7 10.axb5 ixc3 1 1 .bxc3 
1 1 .bxa6?? ixb2! occurred in one game from 

1 955 ,  as well as a more recent blitz game in 
which an IM committed the same blunder 
against me: 1 2 .!!b l ( 1 2 .axb7??  !!xa l-+) 
12 . . .  ixf3 1 3 .ixf3 c3 

l 1 . . .  axb5 12J�bl 
1 2 .'Wb l !!xa l 1 3 .Wxal h6 1 4 .if4 lll d5 

1 5 .'Wa3 'Wa8+ left White a pawn down for 
insufficient compensation in Casal Salgado -
Petkov, Ourense 2006. 
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a b c d e f g h 
12  .•. :ga5! 

The best way to defend the b5-pawn. White 
is unable to exploit the pin along the b-file with 
ixc4 on account of the . . .  ixf3 intermezzo. I 
reached this position in another online game, 
in which White's position quickly went 
downhill. 

13.tlld2 '?9a8! 14.f3 tlld5 15 .'?9cl h6 16.e4 
hxg5 17.exd5 .L:d5 18.tll e4 �xe4 19.fxe4 
'?9xe4-+ 

I went on to win comfortably in camelovich 
- Antidrome, Internet 20 1 5 .  

B3) 7.a4 

variations above, Black is forced to defend the 
b5-pawn with . . .  c6 rather than . . .  a6 here, so 
the bishop will not be as active on b7. 

7 ••• c6 
We will analyse B31)  8.tll e5 , B32) 8.tlld2 

and B33) 8.�e2. 

8 .axb5 cxb5 has been played several times, but 
Black's plans will remain essentially the same 
as in the lines below. White does not gain 
anything by exchanging on b5 so early, but he 
may pay a price for opening the long diagonal 
for Black's light-squared bishop. 

B31)  8.tll e5 

This move appears active and a few IMs have 
played it against me in blitz games, but I 
think it's a bit premature as Black can quickly 
challenge this knight with . . .  lll bd7. 

8 ... ib7 9.�e2 tllbd7 

� ��ml&!� 
6 

, , , , , %� ·� , ____ _ %_ 
�� �/, "/�, , , , , ;�/� s � i - m m  

4 �- •n-- ' .""'�� 
3 �,,,, ,��-- - - ,,�

�
- , 2 �wt/ , , , ;miW/j �Wt!f 

1 �, , , , %m-lrA, , , , %•1i ' 

a b c d e f g h 
10.tllxd7 

1 0.0-0?! lllxe5 1 1 .dxe5 1Mfxd l 1 2 .:B:fXdl 
ixc3 1 3 .exf6 ( 1 3 .bxc3 lll e4+) 1 3  . . .  ixf6 
1 4  .ixf6 gxf6+ was great for Black in Chesslord 
- Antidrome, Internet 20 1 6. 
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1 0 .Wi'c2 h6 1 1 ..ih4 lllxe5 
1 1 . . .0-0N 1 2 .0-0 a600 is playable but the 
text move is more forcing. 

1 2 .dxe5 g5 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .exf6 gxh4 1 4.0-0 

1 4 .if3 a6 1 5 .0-0 occurred in HyperJao 
- Antidrome, Internet 20 1 6, when 
1 5  . . .  Wi'xf6!N would have been better for 
Black. 

1 4  . . .  W/xf6 1 5 .axb5? !  cxb5 1 6.lllxb5 ?  
The consistent move, but i t  doesn't work. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . .  Wg5 1 7.lll c7t ©f8 

1 7  . . .  ©e7! 1 8 . f3 Ei:ac8 1 9 .Wxc4 ic5-+ is 
more accurate, but my move was good 
enough. 

1 8 .f3 Ei:g8 1 9 .Ei:f2 ic5 20.f4 Wi'e7 2 1 .lll xa8 
ixe3-+ 

Dromedar - Antidrome, Internet 20 1 6 . 

10 . . .  'i;Yxd7 1 1 .Lf6 gxf6 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
12.0-0 a6 13.if3 f5 

1 3  . . .  0-0 was also pretty good for Black 
in Viseyskiy - Vigorito, Philadelphia 2000. 
However, I like the idea of gaining a bit of 
space in the centre and preparing to swap off 
one of the doubled pawns when e3-e4 comes. 

14.'i;Yc2 0-0 15.lUdl Ei:ad8 16.e4N 
It is hard to see how White can generate any 

play without this move. 

1 6 .lll e2?! .id6 1 7.e4 fXe4 1 8 .Wi'xe4 f5+ was a 
worse version for White in Atosz - Antidrome, 
Internet 20 1 6. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
16  . . .  fxe4 17.tllxe4 

Neither 1 7 .ixe4?! f5+ nor 1 7.Wxe4 f5+ is 
any improvement for White. 
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17 ••• Y:Ve7:j: 
Followed by . . .  f5 . 

B32) 8.tlid2 

This move has a few ideas: it unpins the 
c3-knight, while preparing Wf3 and possibly 
tlide4 at some point. Still, Black has more than 
one good reply. 

8 . . . a6!? 
This was Aronian's choice, which is 

significant in itself, given that he is the leading 
expert on the Ragozin. It leads to a fascinating 
exchange sacrifice. 

8 . . .  ib7 
This typical developing move is also fine. 

9 .axb5 
9.ie2 tlibd7 1 0 .axb5 ixc3 l l .bxc3 cxb5 
1 2 .0-0 ( 1 2.:!:!b l ? ! ixg2 1 3 .:!:!gl ic6 was 
better for Black in Jobava - Svetushkin, 
Melilla 20 1 1 ) 12 . . .  0-0N 1 3 .Wb l Wb6 1 4.e4 
a600 and White's compensation is enough for 
equality at best. 

9 . . .  ixc3 1 0 .bxc3 cxb5 1 1 .Wb l 
A typical device, attacking b5 while also 
threatening to take on c4, due to the pin 
along the b-file. 

s z• � �·� �E 
1 �I'� --- - -%� ·----. 
6 

, . . , ,%.�., . . .  , , %� 
5 r� �� ,, _ _ _ _ _ ,�� 4 �� ,����� ��rif-- - - %%n� �� 3 � ?f� ?f� . �� "- - - -\ff{-- - - %w��WIW 2 � -�- �07. 0 �0 - - - -�;� ,,, , , , , ;;·1:r� ·: 

a b c d e f g h 
l 1 . . .Wb6 1 2 .ixf6 

In a later game White refrained from this 
exchange but got no advantage: 1 2 .e4 tlibd7 
1 3 .ie2 0-0 1 4.0-0 Wc6 1 5 .Wb2 a600 Jobava 
- Jakovenko, Khanty-Mansiysk 20 1 1 .  

1 2  . . .  gxf6 1 3 .:!:!a2 tlid7 14 .:!:!b2 a6 1 5 .ixc4 
ixg2 1 6 .:!:!gl ic6 1 7 .ifl Wc700 

Dobrov - Yakovich, St Petersburg 2004. 

9.axb5 
9 .ie2 ib7 1 0 .0-0 tlibd?+ reached a typical 

situation where White did not have enough for 
the pawn in Canovas Pordomingo - Sarasola, 
Tenerife 1 990. 

9 .Wf3 occurred in Karr - Verat, Cannes 
1 996, when 9 . . .  ib7!N+ would have been 
good. There is no need to fear 1 O .axb5 axb5 
l 1 .l:!xa8 ixa8 1 2 .tlixb5? ?  because 1 2  . . .  Wa5! 
leads to decisive material gains. 

9 . . .  cxb5 
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10.tlxb5 
Any normal developing move will be met by 

1 0  . . .  ib?, when everything is in order for Black. 

1 0 .'Wf.3 can be met by 1 0  . . .  l"l:a7! intending 
1 1 .ixf6 ( 1 1 .ll'lxb5?  ixd2t is similar) 1 1 . . . gxf6 
1 2 .ll'lxb5 ? ixd2t! 1 3 .'itixd2 'Wb6 1 4 .'Wxf6 l"l:g8 
and Black wins material . 

1 0 .ixf6 gxf6 1 1 .ll'lxb5 axb5 1 2 .l"l:xa8 ib7 
1 3 .l"l:al transposes to the note to White's 1 2th 
move in the main line below. 

10 . . .  a:x:bS! 
This is the idea of course, sacrificing the 

exchange for rapid development and the 
initiative. 

I U�xa8 i.b7 

12.gal 
Black also has excellent chances after: 

1 2 .ixf6 gxf6 1 3 .l"l:a l e5 1 4 .'Wh5 
1 4 .dxe5 fXe5 1 5 .'We2? !  occurred in Sacerio 
Laborde - Real Naranjo, Cuba 1 998 ,  when 
1 5  . . .  llld?!N followed by . . .  lll c5 would have 
given Black a huge initiative. 
1 4 .ie2 exd4 1 5 .0-0 dxe3 1 6 .ll'lf3 exf2t 
1 7.'iifh l  was also not great for White in 
Brunello - Vallejo Pons, Reykjavik 20 1 5 , 
especially after 1 7  . . .  ic5 !?N+. 

8 • � �· � � 1-� -- - - %� f� ., � �� �� �-�� 
5 �!-� ... ,,%.if ��-���-'i,_,3,� �� 4 f� i �  • � 
3 �� --- - - "� "� ��r���-.. 4-- - -%�,%��-0 2 �� � � lS �� 

""(" " �� >,, , , , , ;;·1t� 7:� 
a b c d e f g h 

1 4  . . .  0-0!N 
The main point of this move is to threaten 
. . .  exd4, as 'Wxb5 can no longer be played 
with check. 
1 4  . . .  lll c6 led to a draw in the following 
game: 1 5 .l"l:d l exd4 1 6 .'Wxb5 c3 1 7.bxc3 
dxc3 1 8 .'Wxb? cxd2t 1 9 .'iife2 'Wd5 20.'Wc8t 
'ii?e7 2 1 .'Wc?t 'itie6 22 .'Wf4 'Wb5t 23.'iiff3 
'Wd5t= Van der Werf - Piker, Amsterdam 
2000. 

1 5 .ie2 
1 5 .l"l:d 1 exd4--+ is similar. 

1 5  . . .  exd4--+ 
I would not like to defend White's position. 

12 . . .  lll bd7 1 3 .ie2 ixg2 1 4 .l"l:gl id500 also 
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led to interesting play in Korobov - Aronian, 
Dubai 20 1 4. 

13.ie2? 
This was White's choice in the only practical 

encounter. 
White should have returned some material 

as follows : 1 3 .dxe5!N j,xd2t l 4.'\Mi'xd2 '1Mfxd2t 
1 5 .<iixd2 l2le4t 1 6.<iic2 l2lxg5 1 7.b3 0-0 The 
endgame is roughly equal, for instance: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8 .f3 ( 1 8 .bxc4 bxc4 1 9 .j,xc4?! j,xg2 20 .�hgl 
j,e4t 2 1 .<iic3 l2le6+) 1 8  . . .  �cS 1 9 .bxc4 bxc4 
20.j,e2 l2ld7 2 1 .�a? j,c6 22.f4 l2le6 23 .j,f3 
l2lb8 24.�d l g5 25 .fxg5 <iig7= 

14.if3 
1 4 .j,xf6? runs into 1 4  . . .  Wxg2 of course. 

14 .. . e4 
Hitting both bishops . 

15 .ixfU exf3 

16 .. . fxg2 17.ggl gg8 18.ie5 tlJc6+ 
White's position is a mess and his extra 

exchange does him no good at all .  

B33) 8.ie2 
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8 . . .  ib7 
8 . . .  lt:lbd7! ? looks slightly odd but it has been 

chosen by several strong players, with generally 
excellent results. After 9 .0-0 Wb6 Black covers 
the e5-square with his knight and looks after 
the b5-pawn with his queen, and will follow 
up with . . .  .ib7. This seems fine for Black and 
you can certainly investigate it if you wish, 
but I will focus on the more obvious bishop 
development. 

9.0-0 a6 
9 . . .  lt:lbd7? is mistimed, as White can meet 

1 0 .axb5 .ixc3 with l l .bxc6!± .  

Here is  one example showing how to deal 
with a lesser alternative: 1 0 .Wc2 lt:lbd7 l l .e4 
( l  1 .lt:le4?! and l 1 .lll e5 both transpose to 
the respective l l .'!Wc2 lines in the notes to 
the main variations below) l l . . .h6 1 2  . .ih4 
Wb6 1 3 .E!:ad l 0-0 White had minimal 
compensation and went on to lose to an 
opponent rated more than 300 points below 
him in Sasikiran - Echavarria, Dos Hermanas 
2004. 

B331)  10."ll e4 

It looks as though White is trying to exploit the 
pin on the f6-knight; however, the real purpose 
of this move is to remove the knight from the 
attack of the b4-bishop, thus preparing to 
break up Black's queenside with b2-b3 . 

10 . . .  "llbd7 1 1 .b3! 
Slower moves are not good enough. For 

example: l l .'!Wc2? !  h6 1 2  . .ih4 .ie7 1 3 .lt:lxf6t 
.ixf6 1 4  . .ixf6N (or 1 4  . .ig3 , Haczek - Demir, 
Bavaria 2002, 1 4  . . .  0-0+) 1 4  . . .  Wxf6 1 5 .b3 
cxb3 1 6.Wxb3 0-0 17 .E!:fc l  We?+ 

12.YNxb3 
White is not helped by: 

1 2  . .ixf6?! gxf6! 
12 . . .  lllxf6? !  1 3 .lllxf6t Wxf6 1 4 .axb5 !00 was 
Whites idea. 

1 3 .Wxb3 .ie7 1 4.E!:fc l  
This happened in  Boensch - Lukacs, Leipzig 

1 983,  when, instead of 1 4  . . .  f5 ? ! ,  Black should 
have played: 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  0-0!+ 

Intending . . .  �h8 and . . .  E:g8 , with some 
advantage. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  b4!N+ Followed by . . .  c5 .  This improves 

over 1 5  . . .  lDe4? 1 6.he? Vfffxe7, as played 
in Noyer - Khenkin, Geneva 2009, when 
1 7.lDa5!  would have been unclear. 

13  .. . hf<> 14.Lf6 
A simple improvement is: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
14 . . . Yfxf6N 

14  . . .  lDxf6? occurred in Shaffer - Finney, 
Parsipanny 2009, when 1 5 .Ei:fc l N;!; would 
have given White more than enough for the 
pawn. Instead Black should keep the knight 
near the queenside to cover the dark squares . 

1 5J'Ucl 0-0111 
White has some compensation but 

personally I would prefer Black's position with 
the extra pawn. 

B332) 10.�e5 �bd7 1 1 .f4 

This is the usual move, supporting the knight. 

l 1 .Wc2 
This has occurred in a number of games, via 
a few different move orders . Black has more 
than one good reply. 

1 1 . . .h6!? 
I tried this move in an online blitz game. 
1 1 . . .i.e? is a solid alternative which has 
yielded an excellent practical score for Black. 
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1 2 .ixf6 gxf6 1 3 .lllxd7 Wi'xd7 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4 .b3!?N 

This makes more sense than 14 .if3 0-0 
1 5 .Wi'e4? !  (White could still have obtained 
a reasonable position with the b2-b3 plan) 
1 5  . . .  f5 1 6.Wi'h4 'tt>h7 1 7.e4 ie7 1 8 .Wi'h5 b4 
1 9 .lll e2 fxe4 20.ixe4t f5 and Black was 
better in Uitvreter - Antidrome, Internet 
20 1 6. 

1 4  . . .  c5 ! ?  
14 . . .  cxb3 1 5 .Wi'xb3 J.e700 

1 5 .axb5 
1 5 .bxc4 can be met by 1 5  . . .  cxd4 ( 1 5  . . .  ixc3 
1 6.Wi'xc3 b400) 1 6.lll e4 Wi'c6 1 7.if3 Wi'xc4 
and Black is better. 

1 5  . . .  cxd4 1 6 .lll e4 d3 
1 6  . . .  ie7!?00 is also possible. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 7.Wxc4 

1 7 .lllxf6t? 'tt>e7-+ 
1 7  . . .  Wxb5 1 8 .Wi'xb5t axb5 1 9 .E!:xa8t ixa8 

20 .ixd3= 
The complications have subsided and 

the resulting endgame should be drawn. 
Interesting stuff - although 1 1 . . .ie7 would 
seem the easier option should you encounter 
this variation. 

1 1  ... �c7 
1 l . . .  J.e7 is playable here too, but developing 

the queen seems best. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
12.J.e 

1 2 .lllxd7? !  White shouldn't be exchanging -
he is still a pawn down remember! 1 2  . . .  Wi'xd7 
1 3 .ixf6 gxf6 1 4 .lll e4 We7 1 5 .f5 exf5 1 6 .lll g3 
Wxe3t 1 7 .\t>h l 0-0-0 1 8 .lllxf5 Wi'd2+ Varga ­
Mihok, Budapest 20 14 .  

12  . . .  0-0! 
This is the most flexible move, keeping the 

options of . . .  c5 or . . .  lll d5 ,  depending on how 
White continues. 

Let me show you an example of how things 
can go wrong for Black after a few inaccurate 
moves: 1 2  . . .  llld5 1 3 .Wi'e l !  The queen is heading 
for the kingside. ( 1 3 .Wi'c l ?  f6 14 .lllxd7 Wxd7+ 
gave White nothing in Razin - Polivanov, 
Vinnitsa 20 1 6) 1 3  . . .  lllxc3 ( 1 3  . . .  lllxe5 1 4 .fxe5 
ia500) 1 4 .bxc3 id6? !  This allows White to 
build a menacing attack. 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .Wl'h4 0-0 1 6.lllxd7 Wl'xd7 1 7 .i.f6! �fe8 
1 8 .i.e4 gxf6? ( 1 8  . . .  'tt>f8 ! was the only way to 
stay alive, but clearly Black should be looking 
to deviate well before this point) l 9 .Wl'h6 
c5 20 .i.xh7t 'tt>h8 2 1 .i.c2t 'it>g8 22.�f3+­
Cramling - Shen, Istanbul 2009. 

8 
7 
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a b c d e f g h 
13.¥Mc2?! 

This was tried in the only game, but it 
brought White no joy whatsoever. 

1 3 .Wl'e l N  is a reasonable attempt to improve, 
but 1 3  . . .  c5 !  is a good reply, for instance: 
1 4 .Wl'g3 ( 1 4 .Wh4 cxd4 1 5 .exd4 Wl'b6 1 6 .�ad l 
�fe8 1 7.Wl'g3 i.xf3 1 8 .Wxf3 �ac8+) 1 4  . . .  cxd4 
1 5 .lllxd7 lllxd7 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6.ih6 g6 1 7.i.xf8 i.xf8 1 8 .exd4 b4� Black 
has more than enough compensation for the 
exchange. 

13  .. . ll\ds I4J�fern 
The obvious move, but it allows Black to 

demolish White's centre. 

14 ... £6! 15.tJxd7 ¥Mxd7 16.i.h4 c5 17.hd5 
exd5 18.axb5 axb5-+ 

Grigoriadis - Parligras, Kalamaria 2006. 

Conclusion 

This chapter has dealt with White's two main 
ways of avoiding the main lines after 5 .i.g5 
dxc4. In the event of 6.a3 i.xc3t 7.bxc3 
c5 White has can win back the c4-pawn 
easily enough, but Black gets a useful lead in 
development with active prospects, especially 
on the light squares . We then considered 6.e3, 
which I can't help feeling is an inferior move, 
as 6 . . .  b5 not only secures Black's extra pawn 
but also prepares to develop the bishop actively 
on b7. White still has some ideas of course, 
but in most of the variations he struggles to 
demonstrate full compensation. 
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Alternatives after 6.e4 c5 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tllf3 tllf6 4.tllc3 .ib4 5 . .igS dxc4! 6.e4 c5 

A) 7.dxc5 101  
B)  7.e5 cxd4 1 03 

Bl )  8.�a4t 1 03 
B2) 8.tllxd4 �a5 9.exf6 .ixc3t 10.bxc3 �xg5 1 1 .fxg7 �xg7 107 

B2 1 )  12.�f3 tlld7 13  . .ixc4 0-0 107 
B2 1 1 ) 14 . .ie2 107 
B2 12) 14 . .ib3 1 08 

B22) 12.�d2!? 0-0 13  . .ixc4 109 
B22 1 )  13  . . .  a6!? 1 09 
B222) 13  . . .  �d8 1 1 1  
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I .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3 .�a c!lif6 4.�c3 i.b4 
5.i.g5 dxc4! 6.e4 

This is the most challenging move of course. 

6 .. . c5 
This is the main line and my primary 

recommendation, which continues to hold up 
well at the highest level . 

6 . . .  b5 ! ?  is an interesting sideline which can be 
found in Chapter 7.  

In this chapter we will examine two sidelines: 
A) 7.dxc5 and B) 7.e5. 

7 .ixc4 is the main line, which will be analysed 
in the next chapter. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

A) 7.dxc5 '9'xdl t 8.gxdl 

a b c d e f g h 
8 .. . hc3t!? 

After spending some time looking at this 
position, I came to the conclusion that 
fracturing White's pawn structure at this early 
stage is Black's best approach, despite being 
extremely rare. 

8 . . .  lll bd7 
This move has been played in the great 
majority of games so far. My concern is that 
it allows: 

9 .id2! 
Preventing Black from damaging White's 
queenside structure. 

9 . . .  lllxc5 
9 . . .  ixc3 I O.ixc3 lllxe4 l l .ixg7 :gg8 1 2.id4 
llldxc5 1 3 .lll e5 (Gustafsson only considers 
1 3 .ixc4 in his coverage of this line) 1 3  . . .  b6 
1 4.f3t Matlakov - Landa, Ulan Ude 2009. 

I O .ixc4 ixc3 
1 0  . . .  0-0 l l .e5 lll fd7 has been played by 
Gustafsson, who provides more analysis on 
it in his Chess24 repertoire. Perhaps this is 
Black's best bet, but I still find his position 
slightly uncomfortable and prefer my main 
line. 

l l .ixc3 lll cxe4 1 2.ib4 
White has excellent compensation for the 
pawn, for instance: 

1 2  . . .  llld5 1 3 .ixd5 exd5 1 4 .:gxd5t 
Nyback - Kulaots, Jurmala 20 1 2. 

9.bxc3 �bd7 
Ruslan Sherbakov did a good job of 

analysing this variation on ChessPublishing 
and I have included some of his analysis in 
what follows. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

10.c6 

a b c d e f g h 

1 0 .:gd4 lllxc5 l l .e5 ( l  l .ixc4 h6 1 2.ixf6 
gxf6 1 3 .e5 f5=) l 1 . . .lll d5 1 2.ixc4 lll e7 is 
unclear according to Sherbakov. White may 
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have the bishop pair, but Black has the better 
structure and his knights have some good 
squares available, so I don't think Black is 
worse at all. 

1 O .eS l2ie4 1 l .ie3 

a b c d e f g h 

1 1  . . .  ltJ dxcS should be fine for Black, and there 
is even l 1 . . .l2ixc3!? 1 2 .�d4 l2ixa2 1 3 .ixc4 
l2ib4 1 4 .�d2 a500 as Sherbakov points out. 

Perhaps White should include 1 O .ixf6!?N 
gxf6 ( 1 0  . . .  l2ixf6 1 l .�d4!t) and only now 
play: 1 l .c6 bxc6 ( 1 1 . . .l2ib6!?  could also be 
investigated) 1 2 .ixc4 

a b c d e f g h 

· Sherbakov evaluates this position as slightly 
better for White but it looks equal to me. For 
example, 1 2  . . .  l2ib6 1 3 .ib3 c5 1 4 .'kt>e2 ib7 
1 5 .<iie3 'kt>e7= and Black is fine; his kingside 
pawns are not really weak, and the pawn on f6 
does a useful job in controlling the e5-square. 

In the first practical test of this line White 
tried: 
1 0.l2id2 t2ixc5 l l .ixc4 

1 l .e5 l2id5 1 2 .l2ixc4 f6 1 3 .l2id6t <iie7 1 4 .c4 
l2ic3 1 5 .ie3 b6= is fine for Black. 

a b c d e f g h 
l 1 . . .h6!N 

1 l . . .�d7 1 2 .f3 �c8 1 3 .e5 ( 1 3 .�e2 h6 
1 4 .�e3 �a4 is close to equal) 1 3  . . .  l2id5 
1 4 .�xd5 exd5 1 5 .ltJbl  �b5 1 6.�xd5 ic4 
l 7 .�d2 0-0� was Ezsol - I. Almasi, Hungary 
200 1 ,  but it's slightly more accurate to kick 
the bishop immediately. 

1 2 .�h4 
1 2 .ixf6? !  gxf6 1 3 .f3 �d7 1 4 .'kt>f2 'kt>e7+ 
favours Black. 

1 2  . . .  id7 1 3 .f3 �c8 
Black has a slightly improved version of the 

Ezsol - Almasi game, as White has lost some 
options with his dark-squared bishop. 

10 . . .  bxc6 I I .liJd2 �a6 12 . .ixf6 liJxf6 13.f3 



Chapter 5 - Alternatives after 6 . e4 c5 103 

13 ..• ©e7!?N 
1 3  . . .  0-0-0 1 4  . .ixc4 .ixc4 ( 1 4  . .  .l'l:xd2?? does 

not work as 1 5 .ixa6t comes with check) 
1 5 .lllxc4 rJlc7 1 6.©e2 E:xd l 1 7.E:xd l tt:l d7 
is also close to equal, P.H. Nielsen - I.:Ami, 
Germany 2009. 

13 . . .  E:d8!? also seems fine. For instance: 
1 4.tt:lxc4 ( 1 4  . .ixc4? can be met by 14 . . .  E:xd2! 
as the king is not on c8) 1 4  . . .  E:xd l t  1 5 .rJlxd l 
.ixc4 1 6  . .ixc4 rJle7= followed by . . .  E:b8.  

l 4.J.xc4 J.b5 
Sherbakov evaluates the position as equal , 

which seems correct to me. Here are a few brief 
sample lines : 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
15.©fl 

1 5 .a4!? looks like an odd choice, although 
1 5  .. . J.xa4 1 6.E:al .ib5 1 7 .ie2 .ixe2 1 8 .rJlxe2 
E:hb8 l 9 .E:a6 E:b2 20.E:hal E:d8 2 1 .E:xa?t 
@f8 22.E:d l =  still results in equality. 

15  . . J�hb8 16.J.b3 c!lld7 17.©e3 c5= 

B) 7.e5 cxd4 

White has two main options: Bl)  8.Wa4t and 
B2) 8.c!llxd4. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
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Bl)  8.Wa4t c!ll c6 9.0-0-0 

a b c d e f g h 
White goes all out for the attack! It looks 

scarier than it is, as Black can take the sting 
out of White's plan by sacrificing a piece for 
two pawns and the initiative. 

9 ••• i.d7 10.tlie4 
1 0.tt:lxd4? .ixc3 1 1 .lllxc6 ixe5 1 2 .Wb5 ic7 

was already winning for Black in Mihaljevic -
Nickoloff, Toronto 1 993 .  

1 O .exf6? is  also inadvisable for White: 1 O . . .  gxf6 
1 1 .lllxd4 .ixc3 1 2 .bxc3 fxg5 1 3 .Wxc4 Wf6 
1 4 .lllb5 0-0+ Budo - Levenfish, Leningrad 
1 937. 

10 .•• J.e7 l l .exf6 gxf6 12.i.h4 
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12  .•. a6!? 
l 2 . . .  l"lc8 has been the most popular choice, 

when White continues 1 3 .'itib l .  
The text move is a bit of a quirky sideline but 

it looks promising and has scored well so far. 
I prefer it to the older move, as it seems to me 
that 'itib l  is a more useful move than . . .  l"lc8 . 
Most of the time White is desperate to get his 
king out of the centre in this line, so why give 
him a chance to do it immediately? 

13.Wfxc4 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

This is pretty much forced, otherwise . . .  b5 a b C d e f g h 
will give Black a winning position. 15  ••• Wfc?t 

13  •.• eS 14.tlJxeS! 
White sensibly returns his extra material 

before Black's attack becomes overwhelming. 
14 .  'itib 1 ? !  is the only other move to have 

been tried, but after 1 4  . . .  .te6 1 5 .1We2 lt:l b4 
White is in trouble, for instance: 

8 .i � tJ'jl� �· 7 � ,. �··· 6 ·� %� :(- %� 5 ��-�.,, ,%. 
4 �- ?w.%-lt)� �11 
3 

'z,,,,;� , ,,%� �� ,,,,, � ' �� � ��-2 t3J � •v� t3J r� ��r�1:•: 
a b c d e f g h 

1 6.b3 ( 1 6.a3 1Wd5! is crushing) 1 6  . . .  l"\c8 
1 7 .lll e l  1Wa5 1 8 .'1Wb2 j,f5 1 9 .f3 lll d5-+ The 
threats of . . .  ia3 and . . .  lt:l c3t were too much 

1 5  . . .  0-0! ? 
This seems like a viable alternative, as the 
following lines demonstrate. 

1 6.ie2 
1 6 .id3?! ig4 l 7.'1We3 ixd l 1 8 .l"\xd l 
l"lc8t 1 9 .'itib l  occurred in Kunin - Palac, 
Schwarzach 20 1 3, when 1 9  . . .  lt:lxd3!N 
20.l"\xd3 (or 20.'1Wg3t 'itih8 2 1 .l"lxd3 1Wa5+ 
intending . . .  1Wf5) 20 . . .  '1Wc7+ would have 
yielded Black a big advantage. 

1 6  . . .  1Wc8t 1 7.'itib l  if5 

for White in Rabadan Velasco - Kolev, La a b c d e f g h 
Roda 2008. l 8 .f3 

14 ••. tlJxeS 1S.Wfxd4 
Material is level and the position is double­

edged; Black's kingside structure looks ugly 
but he has good counter-chances thanks to his 
active pieces and White's exposed king. 

1 8 .g4 ig6 is fine for Black as the attempt 
to trap the light-squared bishop with 
1 9 .f4?? fails to 1 9  . . .  l"\d8 20.1We3 ic5 
2 1 .l"lxd8t '1Wxd8 22.1Wxc5 ixe4t-+ 
when Black picks up the rook on 
h l .  
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1 8 .@al can be met by 1 8  . . .  \We600 intending 
. . .  �ad8, Gerhards - Cotos, corr. 2008. 

18 . . .  \We6 1 9 .@al �ac8 20.g4 i.g600 
The position remains unclear and after the 

further 2 1 .f4?  �fd8, with . . .  tlJxg4 ideas in the 
air, White was losing material in Koneru -
Dzagnidze, Beij ing (blitz) 20 1 4. 

16.©bl 
I also checked: 

1 6.\Wc3 
The queen exchange leads to level play. 

1 6  . . .  �c8 1 7.\Wxc7 �xc7t 1 8 .@b l if5 
Black's activity compensates for the doubled 
f-pawns, and he will complete development 
with . . .  0-0 and . . .  �fc8 - possibly with 
. . .  @g7 included at some point, in order to 
give the f6-pawn additional protection. 

8 �%"'" �, ��. 7 �·� •.• . 6 l� ... ..Y.� .: ... .<��� 5 ���-t� �� ��',,,,,,;� ��;� 
4 �� �i��I] 3 ��-��� ��-%��"' 2 8� • t� 8 t� 

��r•��-11 
a b c d e f g h 

1 9 .f3 0-0 20.i.e2 �fc8 2 1 .�cl tlJ c4 
2 1 . . .@g7= is also fine. 

22 .i.xc4 �xc4 23.b3 
23.�xc4 �xc4 24.�e l i.g6 25 .b3 �c6 
26.@b2 'it>g7 was also equal in Gozzoli -
Landa, Nancy 2008. 

23 . . .  �4c6 24.�xc6 �xc6 25 .�c l �e6 26.�e l 
ib4= 

Bergsson - Landa, Kallithea 2002. 

16 ... J.5 
1 6  . . .  0-0-0?! 

This may be playable but I don't like it, as 
White gets a chance to develop play against 
our king. 

1 7.i'l:c l 
1 7.\We3 can be met by 1 7  . . .  ic6 when White 
has nothing better than transposing with 
1 8 .�c l .  

1 7  . . .  ic6 1 8 .\We3 f5 1 9 .i.xe7 \Wxe7 20.tlJc5 
20.tlJg3?! is the wrong direction for the 
knight, and Black should be fine after 
2 1 . . .@bS! intending 2 1 .tlJxf5 \Wf6 with 
good play for the pawn. 

20 . . .  @bB 

a b c d e f g h 

2 1 .\Wa3!N 
2 1 .ixa6 led to a more-or-less forced draw 
in the following game: 2 1 . . .bxa6 22.�he l 
i.e4t 23.tlJxe4 fxe4 24.\Wxe4 �he8 25 .�e3 
\Wd7 26.�b3t lt>a7 27.\We3t mas 28.\We4t 
@a7 29 .'1We3t Yi-� Lysyj - Wojtaszek, 
Stockholm 20 1 0. 
The text move looks more dangerous, for 
example: 

2 1 . . .�he8 
Avoiding the tlJxa6t cheap shot. 

22 .ixa6! bxa6 23.tlJxa6t @b7 24.tlJc5t mbs 
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25 .E!:c3! 'Wa7 26.'Wb4t <tic7 27.E!:hc l 22.E!:xd l  E!:c8 is also equal. 
With a dangerous initiative for the sacrificed 22 . . .  lli c4 23 .'We2 E!:c8 24.<tial  b5 25 .ib3 

material . <Jlg7 = 

4 

3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
17.�a4t 

I also analysed: 
l 7 .ie2 

Some annotators believe White is better here 
but I 'm not convinced. 

1 7  . . .  Wc6N 
1 7  . . .  E!:d8 1 8 .'We3 0-0 1 9 .E!:c l Wd6 20.<tial 
ixe4 2 1 .'Wxe4 f5 22.Wf4 ixh4 23 .Wxh4 
lli g6 was close to equal in Babula -
Rogozenco, Germany 20 14 .  

1 8 .f3 0-0 1 9 .E!:cl 
1 9 .'itia l  E!:fd8 20.'We3 E!:ac8 2 1 .E!:xd8t ixd8 
22.E!:d l ie7 23.llic3 llig6 24.ig3 ic5 
25 .Wh6 if8 26.Wh5 We6= 

2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
17 . . .  ©fS! 

Losing the right to castle isn't a big deal , as 
the king can go straight to g7 next. 

18.f3 ©g7 19.i.e2 bS 20.�d4 ghd8 21 .�e3 
llic4 22 . .ixc4 �xc4 

8 Km �� � 
1 � �-,,,,,Y,Blllii 
6 ·� �� ,,,,,�.,,,,,�� �� ���'� 5 �� �� �,�0" 4 �1�i!�ll 3 ��,����,,,,�� ��,� 2 8�� m m8�!J 
1 ¥ur� ���lt 

a b c d e f g h 
23J:kl �e6 24J�hel gac8 25.h3 gc4 

By now Black had started to take over, and 
he eventually prevailed in Zhou Jianchao -
Wang Hao, Xinghua 20 1 0. White should 
probably prefer one of the equal lines noted 
earlier, but I still like Black's chances in this 
line after 1 2  . . .  a6 . 
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8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

B2) 8.�xd4 

a b c d e f g h 
This leads to a more solid position for White, 

but Black should be fine with accurate play. 

8 ... Wa5 9.exf6 hc3t 
9 . . .  '?Nxg5 ?? leads to disaster after 1 0.'?Na4t 

llic6 1 1 .llixc6 J.xc3t 1 2 .bxc3 J.d7 1 3 .'?Nb4!+­
(or 1 3 .Wa5!+-) when White retains his extra 
piece. 

10.bxc3 Wxg5 1 1 .fx:g? Wxg7 
After a few obvious moves, White now 

faces a choice between B21) 12.Wf3 and 
B22) 12.Wd2!?. 

1 2 .J.xc4?! is premature due to 1 2  . . .  '?Nxg2 when 
White does not have enough for the pawn, for 
instance: 1 3 .:!'!fl lli c6 1 4.llibS ( 1 4.llixc6 We4t 
1 5 .We2 Wxe2t 1 6.�xe2 bxc6+) 1 4  . . .  '?Ne4t 
1 5 .J.e2 Wf f4+ 

1 2 .'?Na4t?! is too slow, and 1 2  . . .  J.d7 1 3 .Wxc4 
0-0N 1 4.J.e2 llic6+ gives Black an easy game. 

B21)  12.Wf3 

This is the older move, which was used before 
White players realized they could put the 
queen on d2 and take on c4 without worrying 
about the g2-pawn being eaten. That said, the 

text move has been tried by a few strong GMs 
in recent years . 

White usually safeguards his bishop with either 
B21 1) 14 . .ie2 or B212) 14.J.b3. 

1 4 .'?Ne3 '?Ne5 gave Black easy equality in 
Szabolcsi - Bus, Bytom 1 988 .  

B21 1) 14 . .ie2 
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14 . . .  llJc5 
l 4 . . .  e5!? looks odd, but after l 5 .llif5 Wf6 

1 6 .Wh5 tlic5 l 7 .llie3 i,e6 1 8 .0-0 b600 Black 
was okay in Edouard - CAmi, Germany 20 14 .  

14  . . .  llie5  1 5 .We3 
l 5 .We4 f5 l 6 .We3 llig6 l 7.f4 llixf4N 
1 8 .Wxf4 e5 1 9  . .tc4t <iihS 20.Wg3 exd4 
2 1 .Wxg7t <iixg7 22.cxd4 �eSt 23.<iif2 .ie6 
is close to equal. 

1 5  . . .  llig6 16 .g3 e5 1 7.llib5 
l 7 .llif3 .ih3 1 8 .0-0-0 �ac800 was also rather 
messy in Polugaevsky - Inkiov, Zagreb 1 987.  

15.0-0 
1 5 .We3 b6= does not really help White, 

Vorobiov - Garcia Roman, Pardubice 20 1 4. 

In the event of 1 5 .llib3,  Black's simplest reply 
is l 5 . . .  llixb3, straightening out White's pawn 
structure but gaining time. (l 5 . . .  llia4!?  can 
be considered if you wish to make the game 
more complicated.)  l 6.axb3 .id7 1 7.0-0 
( 1 7.Wxb7?? Wxc3t) 1 7  . . .  .ic6 1 8 .Wg3 �fd8= 

16.�fel 
1 6.WxaS? .ib7+ 

16 ... .th7 17.Wi'h3 �ads 18 . .tfl @hs= 
N. Gaprindashvili - Litinskaya, Tskhaltubo 

1 988 .  

B212) 14 . .th3 

This seems like a more active square for the 
bishop. 
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Black posts the knight on its best square and 
gives himself the option of eliminating the 
bishop if it stays on b3. 

15  . .tc2 
Kiri! Georgiev has scored 2/2 with this move. 

1 5 .0-0 allows Black to get a good position with 
a familiar trick: 1 5  . . .  b6! 1 6.:B:fe l  ( 1 6.Wxa8 ? 
.ib7+) 1 6  . . .  .ib7 1 7.Wh3 c;tihs 1 8 .:B:e3 :B:g8 

a b c d e f g h 

1 9 .f3 ( 1 9 .:B:g3 Wf6=) 1 9  . . .  Wf600 Klimov -
Ovod, St Petersburg 2002 . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  eS!?N 

This may look positionally risky but it works 
for tactical reasons. 

1 5  . . .  We5t is a reasonable alternative: 1 6.c;tifl 
b6 1 7 .Wg3t Wxg3 1 8 .hxg3 .ia6t 1 9 .c;tig l 
.id3 20 . .ixd3 tt:lxd3 2 1 .:B:d l tll b2 22.:B:b l 

tt:l a4 23.:B:b5 tt:lxc3 (23 . . .  tll c5!N would have 
been equal) 24.:B:g5t  c;tih8 25 .:B:gh5t Black 
was under some pressure in Ki. Georgiev -
Perunovic, Vrnjacka Banja 2005.  

16.tllb3 
1 6.tll f5 ? !  e4! is the tactical point, and after 

1 7.tllxg7 exf3 1 8 .tllh5 :B:e8t 1 9 .c;tifl :B:e5+ 
White is positionally worse . 

16 . . .  .tg4 17.'ilYg3 gac8 18.0-0 .te6= 
Black has a safe and harmonious position. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

B22) 12.'ilYd2!? 

a b c d e f g h 
The modern choice - White prepares .ixc4, 

based on the fact that the g2-pawn is not really 
hanging. 

12 . . .  0-0 13 . .lxc4 
1 3  . . .  Wxg2??  1 4.0-0-0 is out of the question 

for Black, as White's attack is too strong. 

In this quite popular position I would like to 
present two options for Black: B221) 13  . . .  a6!? 
and B222) 13 ... �MS. 

B221) 13  . . .  a6!? 

I looked at this move a long time ago when it 
was still a novelty, intending . . .  b5  and quick 
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queenside play. Since then a few strong players 
have given it a go. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
14.0-0 

1 4 .1e2N has the idea to meet . . .  b5 with 
1f3 ,  but Black can switch plans with 1 4  . . .  eSoo. 

1 4 .h4!?  e5 1 5 .tll f3 tll c6 1 6 .tll g5 occurred 
in Khenkin - Lauber, Neustadt an der 
Weinstrasse 2008 . I think the best solution is : 

7 
6 
5 
4 

2 
a b c d e f g h 

1 6  . . .  h6! ?N00 An important line is l 7.tlle4 
l"i:d8 1 8 .tlld6 tlld4! 1 9 .ixf7t c;t>h8+ when the 
tactics work in Black's favour. 

14 . . .  bS 15.ih3 
White has not managed to find an advantage 

with either of the other bishop retreats : 

1 5 .id3 ib7 1 6.f3 tlld7 1 7.a4? !  b4 1 8 .ie2 
l"i:fd8+ Akobian - Tayar, Las Vegas 2009. 

l 5 .ie2 ib7 l 6.if3 ixf3 l 7.tllxf3 tllc6 Y2-Y2 
Delchev - Kolev, Sunny Beach 2007. 

l 5 . . .  b4 was played in Ribli - Acs, Hungary 
2002. 

16.f3 
1 6 .f4 gives Black a few decent options, the 

trickiest being: 1 6  . . .  b4! ?  ( 1 6  . . .  tll c6 1 7 .l"i:f3 
c;t>h8= is also fine) 1 7 .l"i:ad l ( 1 7 .cxb4??  l"i:d8 
1 8 .l"i:ad l l"i:xd4 1 9 .Wxd4 Wxg2#) 

a b c d e f g h 

1 7  . . .  bxc3 1 8 .Wf2! ( 1 8 .Wxc3?? Wxg2#) 
1 8  . . .  tLJ c6 1 9  .l"i:d3 c;t> h800 

16 •.. tllc6 l 7.tllxc6 hc6 18.:gadl gac8 
19.�e3 gfd8 20.:gxdSt gxd8 

The position is balanced, for instance: 
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8 
7 
6 
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a b c d e f g h 
21 .Wfc5 

2 1 .ixe6?? is refuted by 2 1 . . .!!e8. 

21  .. J�d2 22.�f2 Wfh6 23J�xd2 
23 .Wfxc6?? Wf e3 wins for Black. 

23 ... Wfxd2= 

8 
7 
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B222) 13 . . J�dS 

a b c d e f g h 
This has been the most popular choice and 

has achieved solid results . The immediate 
threat is . . .  e5 ,  so White must move his queen 
somewhere. 

14.Wfe3 
This has been almost universally played. 

1 4 .Wff4? !  is a strange choice; now White will 
have to worry about . . .  e5 at the right moment, 
and he has also presented a target for a future 
. . .  ltJc6-e7-g6. 1 4  . . .  id? ( 1 4  . . .  e5? !  does not win 
material because 1 5 .Wfh4 hits the rook on d8) 
1 5 .0-0 ltJ c6 1 6 .ltJe2 ( 1 6.ltJf3 can be met by 
16 . . .  ltJ e? followed by . . .  ltJg6) 

a b c d e f g h 

1 6  . . .  ltJe5 !  1 7.ltJg3 ( 1 7.ib3? J.b5FF causes 
serious problems) 1 7  . . .  ic6+ Dziuba - Bruzon 
Batista, Calvia 2006. 

14 .Wfb2 gives Black a few good options, the 
most interesting being: 1 4  . . .  b5 ! ?N ( 1 4  . . .  Wfe5t 
l 5 .ie2 ltJ c6= was solid and good in Halkias -
Gyimesi ,  Heraklio 2007; 1 4  . . .  b6!?= could also 
be considered) 

14 ... .id7 1 5.0-0 tllc6 16.tllB 
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1 6.:B:ad l 

a b c d e f g h 

1 6  . . .  lLixd4N 1 7.E:xd4 i.c6 1 8 .f3 :B:xd4= gives 
Black easy equality. 

16 ... lCie7 
Transferring the knight from c6 co g6 is a 

normal manoeuvre in chis type of position, 
providing shelter for the black king. 

17.tll e5 tllg6 18.£4 
1 8 .lLixd? E:xd7 l 9 .i.b3 E:c7 20.:B:ac l \We5 

was fine for Black in Viciugov - Khalifman, 
Tomsk 2006. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
18  .. J�ac8 19 . .ie2 

1 9 .i.b3 lLixe5 20.fxe5 i.b5 !  is a clever idea 
which forces White to setcle for equality with 
2 1 .:B:fd 1 ,  as the attempt co play aggressively 
with 2 1 .l:'!f3 ?  runs into 2 1 . . .E:d3+. 

1 9 .i.d3! ?  
This tricky move was used by  Gelfand to 
score a quick victory over Giri, but Black 
should be fine with accurate play. 

l 9 . . .  E:xc3 20.\Wd4 

a b c d e f g h 

20 . . .  lLixe5!N 
The game continued 20 . . .  lLi h4? 2 1 .i.e4 
E:c7? 22 .\Wd6 E:c2? 23 .Wfe? E:xg2t 24.\t>h l 
and Black resigned in Gelfand - Giri, Monte 
Carlo (blindfold) 20 1 1 .  

2 1 .Wi'xc3 
2 1 .i.xh?t? \t>xh7 22.Wf xc3 lLig4+ 

2 1 . . .i.c6 
Threatening mate on g2 while hitting the 
bishop on d3. 

22 .i.xh?t! 
Otherwise White is toast. 

22 . . .  \t>xh? 23 .Wfh3t �g8 24.fxe5 E:d3 25 .g3 
25 .Wf xd3? ?  Vfixg2# 

a b c d e f g h 

25 . . .  E:d2 26.:B:ae l 
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26.�f2 �xf2 27.©xf2 Wg6 28.�e l '1Wc2t 
29.�e2 West will lead to perpetual check. 
26.�f6 WgS also looks like a draw. 

26 . . .  Wg6 27.�f4 Wc2 28 .�g4t ©f8 29 .Wh8t 
©e7 30.Wf6t ©f8=  

With perpetual checks. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
19 .. . ic6 20.ifJ 

White can also keep the bishops on without 
really disturbing the equilibrium: 
20.g3 �dS 

Challenging the strong knight on eS .  
2 1 .c4 

2 1 .lllxc6 �xc6 22.Wxa7 (22 .c4 Wd4=) 
22 . . .  Wxc3!N (22 . . .  �xc3 23 .�adl:t  Onischuk 
- Morozevich, Bursa 20 1 0) 23 .if3 �ccS !  
Black cuts off the white queen and soon 
forces a perpetual : 24.ixdS (24.'Wxb7 �d2� 
would be dangerous for White) 24 . . .  '\Wd4t 
2S .©h l WxdSt 26.©gl Wd4t= 

2 1 . . .�aS 22.lllxc6 �xc6 23.Wd2 
23 .�ab l b6 24.'\Wd2 Wf6 2S .�fd l  eS 26.�bS 
�cS 27.fxe5 �xeS 28 .�b3 We7 29 .ifl West 
was agreed drawn in Rodshtein - Macieja, 
Maalot-Tarshiha 2008. 
23.a3 �c8 24.�ad l Wf8 25 .�f3 Wes V2-\/i 
was another peaceful outcome, Polak -
Rogozenco, Czech Republic 20 1 2 .  

2 3  . . .  �ac5 24.�ab l b 6  2S .�b3 �c8 26.�a3 
�Sc7 27.�d3 Wf8 28 .�d6 

a b c d e f g h 

28 . . .  bS !=  
Kasimdzhanov - Khenkin, Germany 2008. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
20 ... id5 21 .@hl 

2 1 .ixdS led to simplifications and another 
relatively short draw in the following game: 
2 1 . . .�xdS 22.Wxa7 lllxf4 23.�xf4 WxeS 
24.�afl �d7 2S .'1Wf2 fS 26.�d4 �xd4 V2-V2 
Kempinski - Ki. Georgiev, Moscow 2006. 
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21 .  •• b6 22.a4 h6 23.�ael?! 
This was lvanchuk's choice but it seems a bit 

too ambitious . 

23.a5 would have been more prudent, 
intending to swap off one of White's weak 
pawns, and after 23 . . .  llJxeS 24.fxe5 'Wg5= a 
draw seems likely. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
23 ••• tlixe5 24.fxe5 V;Yg5 25.V;Yfl ic4 

The position is murky but it seems more 
dangerous for White due to his weak pawns 
on the queenside. 

26.h4 
I think Black should have continued: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

26 ••• V;Yf5!N 
26 . . .  'Wg7 was unclear in lvanchuk -

Grischuk, Khanty-Mansiysk 20 1 1 .  

27.V;Yg3t V;Yg6 28.V;Yxg6t fxg6 29J�fl gf'8; 
Black's superior structure gives him a risk­

free advantage in the endgame. 

Conclusion 

The vananons in this chapter are not the 
absolute main lines, but all of them contain 
some interesting points . 7 .dxc5 leads to an 
immediate queen exchange but I found it 
necessary to recommend an extremely rare 
continuation with an early trade on c3. We 
then looked at 7 .e5 cxd4, when 8 .'Wa4t llJ c6 
9 .0-0-0 leads to a complex situation where 
Black is temporarily two pawns up but then 
sacrifices a piece, only for White to sacrifice it 
back! It seems rather messy but practice and 
analysis shows that Black is doing well. 

The rest of the chapter dealt with 8 .llJxd4 
'Wa5 9 .exf6 .ixc3t 1 0 .bxc3 'Wxg5 1 1 .fxg7 
'Wxg7, leading to a roughly balanced position 
of mutual pawn weaknesses. 1 2 .'Wd2 0-0 
1 3  . .ixc4 is the main line nowadays, when 
1 3  . . .  a6! ?  is a rare but fully playable move, while 
the more popular 1 3  . . .  �d8 also continues to 
hold up well . The choice between these two 
moves may come down to whether or not you 
are content with a draw; if not, then 1 3  . . .  a6! ?  is 
less likely to lead to a forcing line culminating 
in a perpetual . 



Chapter 6 

7.ixc4 

1 .d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.�c3 i.b4 S .i.gS dxc4! 
6.e4 cS 7.hc4 cxd4 8.�xd4 'iMaS 

A) 9.i.hSt 1 18 
B) 9.i.d2 �cS 10.i.bSt id7 11.tlib3 �e7 12.id3 tlic6 13.a3 id6 14.0-0 0-0 121  

Bl )  1 5.i.gS 125 
B2) 1 5.£4 127 
B3) 15.©hl!? 130 

C) 9.i.xf6 i.xc3t 10.bxc3 'iMxc3t 11.©fl gxf6 12.�cl 'iMaS 133 
Cl )  13.'iMg4 135 
C2) 13.g3 136 
C3) 13.i.hSt 138 

C3 1 )  13  . . .  ©e7 139 
C32) 13  . . .  � c6!?N 140 

C4) 13.h4@e714.gh3 tfic615.tfixc6t bxc6 l6.gd3 gd817,gxd8 �xd8 143 
C41)  1 8.'iMb3 145 
C42) 1 8.'iMhS 146 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a tllf6 4.�c3 .ib4 
s . .tg5 dxc4! 6.e4 c5 7.hc4 

We are entering the main line of the Vienna 
Variation. 

7 ... cxd4 8.�xd4 
Already Black has to make an important 

decision regarding his move order. There are 
two main paths, and they can easily converge 
on the same position - but each option enables 
White to steer the game in another direction.  
After a detailed investigation, I decided 
to recommend the less popular of the two 
options. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
8 ... YlYa5 

I prefer this move because it keeps the 
dark-squared bishop on the board for a little 
longer - this piece could still prove valuable for 
defensive purposes. 

The most common move order is: 
8 . . .  ixc3t 9 .bxc3 Was 

This can easily transpose to our repertoire 
after 1 O .ixf6 Wxc3t and so on, but White 
has some extra options which I would prefer 
to avoid. 

1 0 .�bS ! ?  
This i s  one  such option. It may not  look like 
a big difference, but if the bishop was still on 
b4 it would be doing a useful job covering 

key squares like d6 and even f8. See the note 
to White's 9th move in our main line for the 
comparison. 
1 0 .ibSt  is the most popular move, which 
also doesn't allow us into our repertoire. For 
example: 1 0  . . .  id7 l l .ixf6 ixbS?  ( 1  l . . . gxf6 
is necessary, when 1 2 .ixd7t and 1 2 .Wb3 
are both serious options which our chosen 
repertoire avoids) 1 2 .�xbS gxf6 1 3 .1:%b l ±  
Black's king was too exposed in Conquest -
Dorrington, Hinckley 2008. 

1 0  . . .  �xe4 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

l 1 .Wd4 

a b c d e f g h 

This move gives White the option of forcing 
a draw after best play by Black - something 
I 'm keen to avoid where possible. 
Moreover, if White wants to play more 
ambitiously, l l .if4! ?  is an interesting way 
for him to look for long-term compensation, 
for instance: 1 1 . . .0-0 1 2 .0-0 �c6 1 3 .Wc2 
(another option is 1 3 .ic7 b6 14 .Wf3� as 
in Riazantsev - Madeja, Plovdiv 20 1 2) 
1 3  . . .  eS 1 4 .Wxe4 exf4 1 5 .l:%fe l �  Pashikian -
Laznicka, Yerevan 20 1 4. 

1 1 . . . 0-0 1 2 .Wxe4 a6 1 3 .ie7 
Clearly this move wouldn't be an option if 
we had kept the bishop on b4. 

13 . . .  axb5 14 .ib4 Wc7 1 5 .ixf8 
l 5 .ixb5= is also perfectly playable for White. 

1 5  . . .  ©xf8 1 6 .ib3 Wxc3t 1 7.We2 Wb2t 
1 8 .©f3 

Black should play for a draw with: 
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s .l •.t� m 
,,,.:� ���r.' 

: �� ��T� ..... %� 5 T��� �. 
4 �� ��1-�� 

�� ���� 3 ���� �t€��-� 2 8�m� B tfj8r; "'"'{"""""� �
� ,.,..%� ·: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 8  . . .  Wc3t 
18 . . .  tll c6? !  is an attempt to keep the game 
going, but 1 9 .!!ad l e5 20.�g3± looks too 
risky for Black. 

1 9 .We3 Wf6t 20.�e2 Wb2t= 
Yu Yangyi - Maciej a, Chicago 20 1 6 . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
We have reached the main tabiya of the 

chapter, where White can choose between 
A) 9.i.b5t, B) 9.J.d2 and C) 9 . .ixf6. The 
second move is the only significant extra 
option available to White as a result of our 
decision to delay taking on c3 . 

Our chosen move order renders the following 
line virtually unplayable for White: 
9 .tllb5 ?  

With our  dark-squared bishop still alive 
and ready to help out with defensive duties, 
White's scheme packs much less of a punch. 

Objectively the best reply is: 
9 . . .  tllxe4!N 

9 . . .  a6 is also pretty good, and was played in 
the only game to have featured White's last 
move. White has two options: 
a) The game continued 1 0 .ixf6? gxf6 
l 1 .tlld6t �e7 12 .tllxc8t !!xc8 and White 
was already in big trouble in Glavinac -
Atanasov, Struga 2005 .  
b )  White can stay in  the game with: 
1 0 .tlld6t!N �e7 ( 1 0  . . .  ixd6 l l .ixf6!=) 
l l .id2! tll c6 (The knight should not be 
touched: l l . . .ixd6? 1 2 .tlld5t;  l l . . .�xd6? 
1 2 .a3!) 1 2 .f4! I suspect that Black is doing 
pretty well here too after 12 . . .  !!d8 , but it 
seems easier just to gobble up the e4-pawn. 

1 0 .Wd4 
1 O .if4? doesn't work here as we can take on 
c3 with the knight first: 1 0  . . .  tllxc3 l l .bxc3 
ixc3t 1 2 .id2 ixd2t 1 3 .Wxd2 Wxd2t 
l 4. 'it>xd2 tll a6+ Two pawns up - thanks very 
much! 

10 . . .  a6 l 1 .Wxg7 !!f8 1 2 .ih6 
Crucially, the bishop on b4 protects the rook 
on f8 , allowing Black to continue capturing 
pieces. 

s .l •.t �•-
7 ,,,.;� 

�� .,v.� ' 
6 T���T� .. . .. z� 

... ��� �� �� ,.,., 
: ..... /.�!-:-.�� 
3 �� ... �m���� 
2 !�·····'���!� •••f"'"%

� �� .... %�
r,: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 2  . . .  axb5 1 3 .ixb5t Wxb5 1 4 .WxfBt ixf8 
1 5 .tllxb5 ib4t+ 

Considering that 8 . . .  ixc3t 9 .bxc3 Wa5 
1 0 .tllb5 ! ?  enables White to force a draw if he 
knows what he's doing, while also offering 
ambitious White players the chance to keep 
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the game going with compensation for the 
sacrificed pawn, it feels like a big achievement 
to have ruled out the option of the early lllb5 .  
Now let's turn our  attention to  White's other 
possibilities . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

A) 9.J.b5t id7 10  . .ixf6 

a b c d e f g h 
10 .. . J.xb5!? 

This rare but interesting sideline is only 
possible thanks to the 8 . .  .'�a5 move order. 
Compare the 8 . . .  J.xc3t 9 .bxc3 Wa5 1 0 .J.b5t 
J.d7 1 1 .J.xf6 line discussed earlier, when i t  
was noted that 1 1  . . .  J.xb5 ?  is an error. 

The main line is 10 . . .  gxf6 1 l .O-O J.xc3 12.J.xd7t 
lllxd7 13 .bxc3 . Although Black has a sound 
position and should be able to make a draw, his 
winning chances are limited and there is a load 
of theory. Personally I think my recommended 
line is objectively just as good, while offering 
a few practical advantages. Black has more 
winning chances, as he avoids unnecessary 
simplifications and keeps the option of playing 
. . .  J.xc3 at a more favourable moment. The text 
move also demands significantly less theoretical 
knowledge than the main line. 

1 1 .lllxb5 
Black's last move actually offered a pawn 

sacrifice. The way to accept it is: 

1 1.lll b3!?  Wb6 1 2 .J.xg7 l:'!g8 13.J.d4 J.xc3t 
1 3  . . .  Wc6 is a decent alternative which has 
been played a few times. 

14 .J.xc3 
1 4 .bxc3 Wc6 15 .Wf3 llld7� 

14 . . .  lll c6 
Black's compensation comes from his lead in 
development and White's unsafe king. 

a b c d e f g h 

15.g3 J.c4 
15 . . .  l:'!dS!?N 16.Wf3 e5 1 7.l:'!d l  l:'!g6 
1 8 .l:'!xd8t Wxd8� looks like excellent 
compensation with White's king still stuck 
in the centre. 

1 6 .l:'!c l  l:'!d8 1 7 .Wf3 e5 1 8 .We3 
1 8 .llld2 J.a6� 
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l l  ... gxf6 1 8 .Wf6t is another route to a perpetual . 
l 5 . . .  !!hd8 1 6 .lll e4 !!xdl 1 7.!!xd l !!dB 
1 8 .Wf6t ci>e8 1 9 .WhSt ci>e7= 

With perpetual checks . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 

a b c d e f g h 2 
12.0-0 lllc6 13.a3 1 

I also considered: �:t.:<.....----i:="-==:..a.:=-=-==-__J 
a b c d e f g h 1 3 .Wf3!?N 

Challenging Black's pawn weaknesses. 
1 3  . . .  ci>e? 

The king often goes to e7 in the Vienna. It's 
reasonably safe there, and White's attempts 
to break through the centre only lead to a 
draw. 
1 3  . . .  ixc3 ! ?  l 4.lllxc3 cJle7= can be 
considered if you are determined to rule out 
the possibility of a forced draw. 

1 4 .e5 ! ?  
1 4 .!!ad l !!hd8 1 5 .e5 lllxe5 1 6 .Wxb?t cJlf8 
l 7.We4 ci>g700 

s -'�� �r,?·���---­
: -·��1.,,�� 
s B�-�n---%� 
4 ,,,,,z��-----Z� �� 
3 ""'����1� 
��nt----� ��-'0��-" 2 8t� � t� t:::, t[!J �----Z. �.Z,�,,, 

a b c d e f g h 

1 4  . . .  fxe5 1 5 .!!ad l 
1 5 .lll e4 f5 16.Wg3 cJlf8 1 7.Wh4 fxe4 

13 .. . J.xd 14.tl:!xc3 
The position has simplified significantly. 

Black can place his rooks on the open g- and 
d-lines and keep his king in the centre, where 
it will remain well protected on either e8 
or e7. 

14 ... :ags 
A rare but fully playable alternative is: 

1 4  . . .  :B:dS! ?  1 5 .Wc l 
After 1 5 .Wf3 the players agreed a draw 
in Jankovic - Romanov, Harkany 2009; 
1 5  . . .  cJle?= would be a sensible continuation. 
l 5 .Wb3!?N may be best, although the 
position remains close to equal after 
1 5  . . .  Wa6 or 1 5  . . .  Wc?. 
The text move was tried against me in a blitz 
game by a well-known grandmaster, but he 
soon found himself in trouble due to Black's 
quicker development. 

1 5  . . .  llld4 1 6 .b4? 
1 6 .Wh6 was best, with equal play after 
1 6  . . .  Wg5 . 
In Yardbird - Antidrome, Internet 20 1 6, 
the most accurate continuation would have 
been: 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 6  . . .  V*'c?!N+ 
The dual threats of . . .  ll'ib3 and . . .  Wxc3t 

(followed by . . .  lli e2t) are difficult to stop. 

15 .£4 
This seems a logical choice to try and get 

closer to the black king, but Black's active 
major pieces prove sufficient to hold the 
balance. 

1 5 .V*'f3 is a more restrained approach. In 
Peng Zhaoqin - Turova, St Petersburg 2009, 
1 5  . . .  'kt>e?N would have been the easiest way to 
secure an equal game. 

15  .. J�ds 16.Yfel 
1 6 .We2N was a suggestion of Krasenkow 

but it hardly changes the assessment after 
1 6  . . .  V*'c5t  1 7 .'kt>hl lli d4= intending 1 8 .WfL. 
ll'ib3.  

16 . . .  ti'b6t 17J�fl 

17 . . .  �d3?!  was Anand's choice but I think 
Black should be improving his knight before 
moving the well-placed rooks . 1 8 .We2 V*'d4 
This was Kramnik - Anand, Bonn (8) 2008, 
when 1 9 .ll'ib5!N could have proved slightly 
annoying: 1 9  . . .  We3 ( 1 9  . . .  Wd8?! 20.e5±) 
20.Wxe3 �xe3 2 1.�d l Preparing lt:'id6t. 
2 1 . . .�b3 22.ll'ic3 'kt>e7 23 .�d3;!; 

18.Yfe3 
1 8 .'kt>h l N  ll'ib3 1 9 .�d l �xd l 20.llixd l  'kt>e7 

is given as equal by Shipov. 

The text move led to simplifications and a 
draw in the following game. 

18 . . .  ©e7 19.gdl �b3 20.%Yxb6 axb6 
21 J!xd8 gxd8= 

Pelletier - Meier, Mulhouse 20 1 1 .  Overall 
1 O • • •  ixb5 seems fully viable and I 'm surprised 
it hasn't been played more. 
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B) 9.i.d2 

This has been White's most common choice 
- although variation C has occurred in more 
games overall ,  once you include those featuring 
the 8 . . .  .ixc3t move order. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
It may seem strange to retreat the bishop, 

but White is protecting the c3-knight in the 
hope of obtaining a positional plus in the 
symmetrical pawn structure. It has been the 
choice of many top players, including Kasparov 
and Kramnik. As I mentioned earlier, this is 
the significant extra option available to White 
against our 8 . . .  Wa5 move order, so it should be 
considered carefully. 

9 ... �c5 
Black should take the opportunity to harass 

White's hanging pieces . 

IO.i.b5t 
This has been a universal choice so far. 

1 0 .Wb3!?N 
This novelty isn't the most obvious choice, 
but the computer indicates that it is 
playable, so I guess it's just a matter of rime 
before someone gives it a cry. It can lead 
to interesting tactical complications so it's 
worth having a look at the following lines 

and deciding which option you prefer for 
Black. 

1 0  . . .  llig4!?  
Threatening . . .  Wxd4 followed by . . .  Wxf2t.  
1 0  . . .  Wxd4?! l 1 .Wxb4 is a good trade for 
White, who will gain time against the 
black queen after long castling. A possible 
continuation is l 1 . . .lli c6 1 2 .Wb3! ?  ( 1 2.Wa4 
llig4 1 3 .0-0-0 is a similar story) 1 2  . . .  llig4 
1 3 .0-0-0 0-0 1 4  . .ie l Wc5 1 5 .Wb5 ! ?  Black 
can play with the queens on or off; either 
way, he stands worse because of White's 
bishop pair. 
1 0  . . .  llixe4! ?  is a decent option, for instance: 
l l ..ie3! ?  ( l  1 .llixe4 .ixd2t 1 2 .llixd2 Wxd4 
1 3 .�d l 0-0 14 .0-0 lli c6 1 5 .�fe l  '!Wb600 
White has some activity to compensate for 
the pawn, but it doesn't look like enough to 
claim an advantage) 1 1 . . .We? 1 2 .0-0 llixc3 
( 1 2  . . .  .ixc3! ?  1 3 .bxc3 0-000 is also playable) 
1 3 .bxc3 ic5 1 4 .llixe6 fxe6 1 5 .ixc5 Wxc5 
1 6.ixe6 lli c6 1 7  . .ixc8 �xc8 1 8 .�ae l t  llie7 
1 9 .Wxb7 '1Wc7 20.�xe7t @xe7 2 1 .We4t @f8 
22.Wf5t= With a perpetual . 
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1 1 . . .id7 1 2 .tllxe6! 
Without this White would stand worse. 

a b c d e f g h 

1 2  . . .  Wxf2t 1 3 .@dl fXe6 1 4 .Wxe6t 
Another possible line is: 1 4.ixd7t ©xd7 
1 5 .Wxb4 l:!d8 16 .tlld5 !  White must block 
the d-file, otherwise Black moves his king 
with an attack on the d2-bishop. 1 6  . . .  exd5 
1 7.exdS lll e3t 1 8 .ixe3 Wxe3 1 9 .Wxb7t 
@d6 20.l:!e l Wd3t 2 1 .©cl  Wc4t 22.©b l 
W d3t= With a perpetual . 

1 4  . . .  ©d8 1 5 .ixd7 ixc3 1 6 .bxc3 
1 6 .ixc3 ?? is impossible, as 1 6  . . .  tll e3t 
1 7 .©cl Wc2 is mate. 

8 1. • �- � � � 
7 lfi"� .i� �--· 
6 .,,.,;<� �� �� .,.,,;<� �� �1�� 
: �� �� !�1� ��r��� �� 3 ����-0�:"'-�W-" 2 8 � � B8� 

----� �� �------"� ·: 
a b c d e f g h 

1 6  . . .  Wxg2! 
With the knight on g4 defended, Black now 
threatens . . .  tll xd7.  White should therefore 
move his bishop, with a likely draw, for 
instance: 

1 7.ia4 Wxh l t 1 8 .©c2 Wxa l 1 9 .igSt tll f6 
20.ixf6t gxf6 2 1 .Wxf6t ©c7 22.We5t 

With another perpetual . Summing up, 
1 O.Wb3!?N allows Black to count on an 
acceptable game after both 1 0  . . .  tll g4! ?  or 
1 0  . . .  tllxe4! ? ,  but it is worth knowing a few 
moves of the above analysis, as some of the 
moves would be tricky to find over the board. 

1 1 . . .Wc7! ?  
I 'm hesitant to give this as  my main 
recommendation as I don't like the idea of 
lining my queen up with a rook on c l .  That 
said, White has to be very accurate to get an 
advantage, and Vallejo Pons was able to use 
the text move to notch an impressive win 
over Kramnik. 

1 2 .l:!c l tll c6 1 3 .0-0 0-0 14 .We2 l:!fd8 
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1 5 .ig5 
1 5 .id3N transposes to another game: 
1 5  . . .  :gac8 1 6 .ig5 ie7 1 7.f4 was the 
continuation of Borovikov - Colovic, 
Rethymnon 20 1 2, and now l 7 . . .  h6!?N 
1 8 .ih4 e5 1 9 .f5 'Wd6 followed by . . .  ll\d4 
looks close to equal; compare variation B2 
below, where the same structure arises with 
slightly different piece placement. 

1 5  .. . ie? 1 6.ie3 a6 1 7 .i.d3 .ie8 
Black's idea is to meet f2-f4 with . . .  ll\g4, 
utilizing the unstable position of the bishop 
on d3, but Kramnik decides to go ahead and 
play it anyway. 

1 8 .f4 
1 8 .:gfd 1 protects the d3-bishop. l 8 . . .  'Wb8 !?N 
(intending . . .  ll\e5-g4) is an idea of Max 
Illingworth. ( 1 8  . . .  d6 1 9 .g3 was pleasant 
for White in Hahn - Grube, email 20 1 1 . ) 
1 9 .f4 ( 1 9 .ib6 :gc8 20 .ib l lLld7 2 1 .ie3 b5 
i s  solid enough for Black.) 19  . . .  e5 It seems to 
me that 20.g3!;!; is best, when White keeps 
control. (20 .ib6 exf4! 2 l .ixd8 ixd8 was 
Max's idea, when Black has a pawn plus 
dark-squared domination for the exchange, 
with . . .  ll\e5 and . . .  ic6 to follow.) 
18 . .ib l ! ?N is given by Max as an even better 
way to prepare f2-f4.  Indeed, after l 8 . . .  :gac8 
l 9 .f4 e5 20.g3;!; White has the better 
chances, although Black's position remains 
playable. 

1 8  . . .  ll\g4 

a b c d e f g h 

1 9 .'Wxg4 
Illingworth's suggestion of 1 9 .tLld5!N exd5 
20.'Wxg4 dxe4 2 l .ixe4;!; keeps a slight plus 
for White. 

1 9  . . .  :gxd3 20 .if2 
20 .°We2 'Wd8 2 1 .tLld5 doesn't win the 
exchange because of 2 1 . . .:gxb3! 22.ll\xe?t 
lLlxe7 23.axb3 ib5 ,  as Max points out. 

8 
7 
6 
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a b c d e f g h 
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12 . .id3 
A standard retreat in these types of positions . 

White has more space so he should generally 
try to avoid unnecessary exchanges. Other 
moves are playable but they make it easier for 
Black to equalize, for instance: 

1 2 .0-0 0-0 1 3 .�e2 ( 1 3  . .id3 tll c6 transposes 
to the main line below; 1 3 .e5N .ixc3 1 4  . .ixc3 
tlld5 gives Black easy equality) 1 3  . . .  .ixb5 
14 .�xb5 tll c6= Le Roux - Feller, Nimes 2009. 

1 2 .�e2 0-0 13 . .id3 ( 1 3 .0-0 transposes to the 
note above) 1 3  . . .  e5 Black was not worse in 
I .  Sokolov - Dizdar, Dresden 1 998 .  

12 . . .  �c6 

s .1 ·� mw� �I 
7 �rur-rm-, ,,,,,%� �� ,,%.----%� 
6 ��

�
�

-,
� 5 �rri+�� �� �� : �mfi�� �� -;J?----- :�-0 ��r� ��r� 2 8� � W[j8W!J 

1 
�----%··=----%� ·: 
a b c d e f g h 

13.0-0 
1 3 .a3 .id6 usually comes to the same thing 

after both sides castle. 14 . .ie3 has occasionally 
been tried, but after 1 4  . . .  0-0 1 5 .0-0 E:fd8 
1 6 .h3 tlle5 1 7  . .ie2 .ic6 1 8 .�b l tllg6= Black 
was fine in Madeja - Wojtaszek, Kallithea 
2009. 

A rare but interesting alternative is :  
1 3 .f4 ! ?  e5 1 4 .0-0 

1 4 .f5? !  looks too ambitious. In Melkumyan 
- Colovic, Balaguer 20 1 0 ,  Black could have 
obtained some advantage with: 1 4  . . .  E:d8!N 

Threatening . . .  .ixf5 . 1 5 .�e2 tll d4 1 6 .tllxd4 
exd4 1 7.tlld5 .ixd2t 1 8 .iixd2 �e5+ 

a b c d e f g h 

1 4  . . .  .ig4!?N 
14 . . .  .ie6 1 5 .fxe5 tllxe5 16 . .ib5t tll fd7? 
( 1 6  . . .  iif8 was necessary) This occurred in 
Harikrishna - Wang Yue, Guangzhou 20 1 0, 
when 1 7.tlld5!N .ixd5 1 8  . .ixb4 �xb4 
1 9 .�xd5+- would have left Black in a tangle. 
14 . . .  .ixc3! ?N 1 5  . .ixc3 0-0= transposes to 
the 1 4 .f4 line in the notes to the main line 
below. 

1 5 .�e l E:d8 
Hitting the bishops seems reasonable. 

1 6  . .ic4 .ie6 1 7  . .ixe6 fxe6!= 
Controlling the d5-square, with a good 

game for Black. 

13 . . .  0-0 
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14.a3 
White almost always looks to clarify the 

position of the dark-squared bishop. If he 
leaves it on b4 then he has to take into account 
. . .  ixc3 at any given moment. 

A good example is: 1 4 .f4 ixc3 ! ?  1 5 .ixc3 e5 
1 6 .Wf3 l:!ad8 1 7.l:!ae l ? ! White should try 
something else, although Black is not worse in 
any case. 1 7  . . .  ie6 1 8 .fxe5 tLld7 l 9.Wg3 

8 � �� ��· 
1 �·�'i)Sflv,� i 6 ,,,,,%� ;� :r� ,,,,,%� 
5 �� ���� 
4 �����,,,,%��� 

�@'0 �� �IDJJ 3 �t[J�,,t� it§{ 
2 lwtj';,,,�� �� �ti�WfJ 

L.%���rm,,,, 

a b c d e f g h 

1 9  . . .  tLldxe5!N ( 1 9  . . .  a6 led to unclear play in 
Genov - Gelashvili, Athens 200 1 .  The text 
move is much cleaner. ) 20 .ixe5 lLixe5 2 1 .Wxe5 
l:!xd3+ White has some pawn weaknesses and 
will have to struggle to equalize. 

14 .. . id6 
We have reached a popular position, which 

could easily have arisen via the 13 .a3 id6 
1 4 .0-0 0-0 move order. 

White has three main options: Bl)  15 .J.g5, 
B2) 15 .£4 and B3) 15 .©hrn. 

1 5 .ie3N has not been played here, but it leads 
back to the Macieja - Wojtaszek game in the 
note to White's 1 3th move above. 

Bl)  15.ig5 

This has been tried by a few prominent players 
but, in view of Black's strong reply, it strikes 
me as a little clumsy. 

The text move seems most thematic to me, as 
it gets right in the way of White's main plan, 
which is to push the f-pawn to f4. Now White 
has to make a strange move like g2-g3 or tLle2 
to challenge the annoying bishop. 

17.tlie2 
1 7.g3N has not yet been tested. 1 7  . . .  ie5 

18 .f4 ixc3 1 9 .bxc3 e5 looks fine for Black, for 
instance: 

8 � �� ��; 1 E i �..l�er� i • 6 ,,,,,%� ;� ,,,,,%.,,,,%� 
5 ��- ��,,,,,;.,,,,, 
4 ���--8%���;0 
3 ���r.,,,,.%n,,,,. 
2 ,,,,,%� r,,,,,%� �� ,,,,,%Wfj 

-
,,
�
�

�1� r�·0r" a b c d e f g h 

20.fxe5 lLixe5 2 1 .ixf6 gxf6 22.tLld4 l:!ac800 
Black's kingside has been weakened but his 
minor pieces are well placed and his rooks 
will take up active posts on c8 and d8, 
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while White's remaining bishop looks a little 
awkward. The position is roughly balanced but 
I would slightly prefer Black. Compared to the 
previous note, it is useful to have provoked the 
g2-g3 move, as this slightly weakens White's 
kingside while making it harder for him to 
transfer his heavy pieces to the kingside along 
the third rank. 

18.c!Lixf4 
1 8 .lDc3 g5 1 9 .ig3 ie6+ gave Black easy 

play in Bacrot - Wang Hao, Beijing 20 14 .  The 
rooks can take up active positions on d8 and 
c8, and White's minor pieces are awkwardly 
placed. 

18  . . .  exf4 
The change in the pawn structure frees the 

e5-outpost for the black pieces; there is also a 
threat of . . .  g5,  trapping the bishop. 

19.f3 ie6 20.ifl gfd8 
Black already enjoys a lead in development, 

and now White has to find a way to deal with 
the awkward pin. 

21 .�c5 �e5 22.Wfbl 

Now 22 . . .  ic4? !  led to equality in Kramnik 
- Lautier, Monte Carlo (blindfold) 1 998,  but 
Black has a much stronger move available. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
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a b c d e f g h 
22 . . .  .ih3!N 

This unlikely shot causes White big 
problems. There are many threats in the air, 
including . . .  b6 to exploit the loose bishop on 
d3, as well as . . .  lDfd7 followed by . . .  Wf g5 . 

23.gxh3 
23 .ie2 lDfd7 24.lDxd7 Wf g5 !-+ wins the 

exchange for Black. 

23 . . .  �xf3t 24.'.t>g2 
24.iih l b6+ is horrible for White, as 25 .lDb3? 

runs into 25 . . .  Wf e6, hitting b3 and h3. 

24 ... c!LieS! 
The simpler 24 . . .  lDd2+ is also good; Black 

will regain some material and look for moves 
like . . .  :gac8 or . . .  b6 to unsettle White. 

25,gdl 
25 .ic2 :gac8 is great for Black, as 26.lDb3? 

is refuted by 26 . .  .f3t 27.c;t>h l  Wfe6-+ with the 
familiar double attack. 

25 . . .  b6 26.c!Lib3 c!Lixd3 27,gxd3 c!Lixe4+ 
Black has two pawns and a great initiative 

for the piece. 
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B2) 15 .£4 

15  ... e5 16.£5 
In a few games White has tried: 

1 6.llld5 
A very direct approach. 

1 6  . . .  lllxd5 
l G  . . .  Wd8! ?  is also quite reasonable, for 
instance: 1 7.f5 ( 1 7 .lllxf6t Wxf6 1 8 .fxe5 
Wxe5 1 9 .if4 We?= ; 1 7 .l:!cl ie6 1 8 .lllxf6t 
Wxf6 1 9 .f5 ixb3 20.Wxb3 llld4=) 1 7  . . .  lllxd5 
I 8 .exd5 Wb6t 1 9 .'i!?h l llld4= 

1 7 .exd5 
1 7 .fxe5 ?? loses a piece after I 7 . . .  lllxe5 or 
17 . . .  Wxe5 .  

1 7  . . .  llld4 1 8 .fxe5 
This is the critical try. 
1 8 .l:!e 1 leads to simplifications, as shown 
by the following email game: 1 8  . . .  ia4! 
1 9 .ixh?t!  'it>xh7 20.Wb l t  'i!?g8 2 1 .lllxd4 
We? 22.fxe5 ixe5 23 .lll f3 l:!fe8 24.lllxe5 
l:!xe5 25 .l:!xe5 Wxe5 Yz-Y2 Meissner -
Stilman, email 20 1 1 .  

1 8  . . .  ixe5 1 9 .lllxd4 ixd4t 20.'i!?h l 

s z � ��;1 ,0 ... 7 -�, .... %�i�J. ,,,,,%� -• • � 6 �� ���-5 �0, •i�0 �� �� 4 -�-�-% � 3 � 'B.tB B_ ,, ,,,, , %� -0 W� B A �/(1 2 1� � --0� , , , ,ef " " %B'if� :SB� a b c d e f g h 

20 . . .  ixb2!?N 
The game continued: 20 . . .  a5 2 1 .Wb3 ie5 
22.l:!ae l (22.ic3!?N promises White a 
tiny edge due to his space advantage but 
the position remains perfectly playable for 
Black) 22 . . .  Wd6= Fier - Kulaots , Rome 
20 1 1 .  

2 1 .ixh?t 
2 1 .l:!b l ixa3 22.l:!xb? id6 23.Wh5 
(23 .ic3?!  Wh4+) 23 . . .  f5oo leaves White with 
some compensation for the sacrificed pawn, 
but not enough to be better. 

2 1 . . .'i!?xh? 22.Wc2t 'i!?g8 23 .Wxb2 We4 



1 28 Part II - Ragozin 5 .i.g5 

24.ic3 17 . . .  i.c6 
24.Wlxb7 ie6! regains the pawn with easy Guarding the d5-square against a knight 
equality. invasion. 

24 . . . f6 25 .E:ad l b6 26.E:fe l  W/f5 27.d6 E:ae8= 

8 
7 
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a b c d e f g h 
16  . . .  �d4 17.J.g5 

1 7.tllxd4?!  exd4 gives Black the e5-square 
and opens the diagonal for his dark-squared 
bishop, meaning he is already at least equal . 
After 1 8 .tlld5 the players agreed a draw in 
De Silva - Ingersol, email 2006. A sensible 
continuation would be: 1 8  . . .  tllxd5 1 9 .exd5 

� i!�fs!fl, 6 . . . . .  z� ��-�-----'-� ... .. z� 
������ : �� �,�1�� 

3 ����� �� ---- · "�r���-%�� ��-"" 2 if� m ��i� �----%�-� !;·1----a b c d e f g h 

1 9  . . .  'WeS! The most ambitious try. ( 1 9  . . .  W!h4 
looks tempting, but 20.h3 Wlg3 2 1 .Wff3 gives 
White safe equality) 20.if4 'Wxd5 2 1 .ixd6 
Wxd6 22.f6 g6 23 .'Wd2 E:fe8 24.Wh6 Wf8 
25 .Wh4 E:ad8 White has some compensation 
but Black can certainly try to make his extra 
pawn count. 

18.i.c4 
1 8 .tll a5 is an option but the position looks 

quite reasonable for Black with the strong 
knight on d4. 1 8  . . .  h6 1 9 .ih4 ic7 Black 
vacates the d6-square for his queen in order 
to unpin. 20.tllxc6 bxc6 2 1 .'Wa4 ib6 22.'itih l  
Wfd6= Dorfman - Ekstroem, France 1 998 .  

1 8 .tlld2 
This attempt to reroute the knight has 
occurred in several games, but I struggle to 
see how Black can be in any danger with 
such a strong knight on d4. 

1 8  . . .  W!d8 
Again, Black's main issue is dealing with the 
pin being exerted by the g5-bishop. The text 
move, preparing . . .  ie7, is another common 
theme in this structure. 

a b c d e f g h 

1 9 .E:c l 
1 9 .tll c4? !  stops . . .  ie7 but after l 9 . . .  b5  
20.tllxd6 Wxd6 Black i s  out  of the pin 
anyway. 2 1 .Wfe l h6 22.ixf6 'Wxf6+ Bake -
Jankowiak, corr. 2007. 

19 . . .  ie7 20.tll c4 tlld7 
20 . . .  h6!?N seems a reasonable move. 2 1 .ie3! ?  
(2 1 .ih4 tlld7 is  similar to the main line, but 
the inclusion of . . .  h6 would appear to help 
Black slightly) The text move is an extra 
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option which White should probably take; 
nevertheless, 2 1 . . .id6= looks fine for Black. 

2 1 .ixe? Wfxe7 

a b c d e f g h 

22.ll'ie2 
22.b4?! ll'if6 23.ll'ia5 gfd8 24.ll'ixc6 bxc6 
25 .ll'ia4 a5+ was good for Black in Dziedzina 
- Onder, email 2002. 

22 . . .  gfe8 23.ge l gad8 24.ll'ixd4 exd4 25 .b4 
ib5 26.ll'ib2 ixd3 27.ll'ixd3 ll'ie5 =  

Black was comfortably equal i n  Lehnhoff -
Ingersol, email 20 1 0 . 

22.gc1 
22.iih l was the original try from this 

position, but the game quickly simplified to 
a draw: 22 . . .  gcs 23.gc l Wfb6 24.gc3 gxc3 
25 .bxc3 ll'ixb3 26.ixb3 Wf e3 

22 •• Jk8 23.gxc8 Yfxc8 24.Wf d.3 
The position is essentially equal, but Black 

has to be slightly careful not to fall into a 
passive position against White's dominant 
bishop. The most accurate continuation is: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 

a b c d e f g h  2 
18  ••• Yfd8! 1 

This clever retreat, preparing . . .  ie7, is a nice "'"""'------""'""'---"""'=�=----1 
a b c d e f h way to deal with the pin on the f6-knight. 

Once the pin is broken, White will find it hard 
to claim any sort of advantage. 

19.�d5 i.xd5 20.hd5 .ie7 21 .hf6 i.xf6 

24 .•• 'IWbS!N 
Sidestepping a 

preparing . . .  gcs. 

g 

possible ge l attack and 
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Swapping off Black's strong knight with 
24 . . .  .tt:lxb3? !  feels a bit coo compliant, and 
25 .�xb3 b6 26.g3 �c7 27.©g2;!; left Black 
under some pressure in I..:Ami - Burg, 
Netherlands 20 1 3 .  

25.c!llc5 
Threatening llld7. 

25 .�c l �c8 is equal . 

25 .. J!id8! 
Guarding the d7-square and preparing . . .  b6. 

The b7-pawn is indirectly defended by some 
simple tactics. 
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26.g3 

a b c d e f g h 

26 . .ixb??? ie7-+ wins a piece. 

26 . .tt:lxb???  �xd5+ is not much better from 
White's perspective. 

26 .. . b6= 
Black has no problems. 

8 
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B3) 15.@hrn 

a b c d e f g h 
This is White's latest and most sophisticated 

try, delaying the f2-f4 advance until a more 
favourable moment. It has been tried by a 
few cop players, but Black has more than one 
decent reply. 

15  . . .  c!lle5 
I will take this as the main line. Black uses 

the temporary availability of the e5-square to 
switch the knight across to the kingside with a 
gain of a tempo. 

1 5  . . .  ie5 ! ?  
This  i s  also possible and has been played by 
Anand. Black gets in position to eliminate 
the c3-knight at the right moment so he 
can play . . .  e5 without the worry of a future 
llld5 jump. Maybe White is a couch better 
with his space advantage but it's hard to do 
much with it, as Kramnik found out in the 
following game. 

1 6 .f4 ixc3 1 7 .ixc3 e5 1 8 .f5 
1 8 .�f3 �fe8 1 9 .�ae l �ac8 gave Black a 
solid position and he went on co draw with 
no apparent difficulty in Marquez Abreu -
Benlloch Guirau, corr. 20 1 3 . 



Chapter 6 - 7 .ixc4 1 3 1  

8 � �� �ID�-7 � • •.tt�• • • .... .%�;�� .. 3 ... 3� 6 �� ��·� ..... :� 
: �� ���r1 �� ·0 ��.·0�� �� 3 �tlJ�.t- • 
2 ..... ��""'�. l'?a• lwtJ � .. . .  z�;� r•� a b c d e f g h 

1 8  . . .  E:fd8 1 9 .'We2 b6! 
Controlling the c5- and a5-squares and 
intending to post the bishop on the ideal 
b7-square. 

20.llJd2 
Edouard points out that launching an 
attack with 20.g4 could be met by 20 . . .  h6 
2 1 .l:'!:gl (2 1 .h4 llJ h7 22.ie l a5+±) 2 1 . . .llJd4! 
22.llJxd4 exd4 23 .ixd4 ic6 24.ixf6 'Wxf6 
when Black has more than enough play for 
the sacrificed pawn. 

6 
5 
4 
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a b c d e f g h 

20 . . .  ic8 2 1 .liJf3 ib7 
We have been following Kramnik - Anand, 

Bilbao 20 1 0 . White has the two bishops and 
more space but it is hard to do anything with 
them, and all of Black's pieces are well placed. 
The position is very close to equal and Anand 
had no problem holding the draw. 

16.ie2 
Another game continued: 

1 6.ig5 h6 17 .ixf6 gxf6 
1 7  . . .  'Wxf6?!  1 8 .f4 llJxd3 1 9 .'Wxd3 is awkward 
for Black. 

1 8 .f4 llJg6 
1 8  . . .  llJxd3!?N 1 9 .'Wxd3 ic700 could also be 
considered. For the time being Black is a bit 
cramped and has some weaknesses around 
his king, but he has the long-term advantage 
of the bishop pair. 

a b c d e f g h 

22 . . .  E:ac8! ?N 
22 . . .  ib8;!; was playable but a bit passive in 
Grischuk - Gelfand, Monte Carlo 20 1 1 .  
The text move is more accurate, as grabbing 
the a7-pawn would backfire on White: 

23.llJxa7?! 
23.g3= is safer. 
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23 . .  .l:'k2 24.!l:ab l ltJxf4! 25 .!l:xf4 ixf4 
26.Wxf4 Wd6 

White has some problems due to his 
uncoordinated pieces and weak back rank. 

16 . . .  �g6 17.f4 e5 18.f5 �f4 19.if3 
We have reached an important moment, 

where Black has to decide how to deal with the 
possibility of g2-g3 . 

8 .i � � ��· 
7 �ru.tJ1f1v,_, . , , , , /,� %Wii'-- - -%�--- - - h� 6 a w ·•- � 
5 � u . . . . . �.lr� %� -� , , . . .  7-r,,//,��� 4 - - 8 �rit � 
3 �ltj� ·� i·� , , , , , /,%1·�-- - - · ;�f0 �� �%!·� 2 v� � • 8 rtJ 
1 - - - -� - - - - 7-•v� r� � 

a b c d e f g h 
19 . . .  h6!N 

1 9  . . .  ic6?!  was played in Le Quang Liem -
Shulman, Lubbock 20 1 1 , and one subsequent 
game. In his annotations, the Vietnamese super­
GM points out that 20.ltJa5!N !l:fd8 2 1 .ltJxc6 
bxc6 22.Wc2;!; would have favoured White, on 
account of his bishop pair and superior pawn 
structure. He also points out that 22 . . .  ic5 
23 .ltJa4 ltJd3?!  does not work due to 24.ig5 
ib6 25 .:B:ad l ±  when the knight is forced back. 

The text move is useful for a few reasons. In 
some scenarios Black can consider meeting g2-
g3 with . . .  ltJh3,  when the knight will have a 
safe retreat square on g5 . Just as importantly, 
the knight might also run to d3, as the 
annoying reply ig5 will no longer be available. 
I actually had Black's 1 9th move in my notes 
from several years ago, but Le Quang Liem 
also recommends it in his annotations to the 
aforementioned game. 

20.ie3 
Le Quang Liem gives a few lines after this 

move, which I will discuss below. 

It seems to me that a more critical try is: 
20.g3 ! ?  

Forcing Black to  decide where to  put  his 
knight. I think the most accurate choice is: 

a b c d e f g h 

20 . . .  ltJ d3!  
20 . . .  ltJ h3 looks riskier in view of 2 1 .ig2 
ltJ g5 22.h4 ltJgh7 23 .g4 ltJ e8 (perhaps 
23 . . .  g5 ! ?  could be considered) 24.We l Wd8 
25 .Wg3 ie7 26.ie l ic6t and White's 
spatial advantage ensures a small pull. 

2 1 .Wc2 ltJc5 22.ltJ a5 :B:ac8 
It seems to me that White's advantage is slim 
to non-existent. If he tries to force matters, 
he may fall into difficulties: 

23 .b4?!  
Grabbing the b7-pawn will only give White 
more problems. 
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23 . . .  lLi a4 24.lLixb? :gc7 25 .lLixd6 'l&xd6 
26.:gfd l  :gfc8 

White is in trouble on the c-file. 

20 .. . .ic6 
20 . . .  :gfd8? !  2 1.g3 lLi h3 22.ig2 lLig5 23.h4 

lLigh7 24.g4 gives Black problems on the 
kingside, as Le Quang Liem points out. 

21 .tlla5 
If White does not try this, Black will simply 

develop his rooks and reach a comfortable 
position. 

Le Quang Liem gives 2 1 .'l&c2 :gfc8 22.:gac l 
a5 as unclear, which seems a reasonable 
assessment. 

21 .  . .  .ic5 22.tllxc6 bxc6 23.ixc5 Yfxc5 
24Jkl 

Black has to be slightly careful, but I think he 
is doing fine after the following improvement: 

24 .. . Yfe3! 
Le Quang Liem gives 24 . . .  'l&a5 25 .'l&c2 :gad8 

26.g3 lLi h3 27.ig2 lLig5 28 .h4 lLigh7 29 .if3 
:gd4 30.:gfd l  as pleasant for White. 

The immediate 24 . . .  'l&d4?! is not so good, as 
the simple 25 .'l&xd4 exd4 26.lLia4 leaves Black 
under pressure. 

25J�el Yfd4 
Now if White trades queens, he will lose an 

exchange to the . . .  lLi d3 fork. 

a b c d e f g h 
26.tlle2 ttlxe2= 

White may recapture with either his rook 
or his queen, but the position remains about 
equal in either case. Black has one extra pawn 
island, but his pieces are active and he has the 
better minor piece. 

C) 9.J.xf<> 

9 . . .  hc3t 10.bxc3 
After 1 0 .�fl gxf6 1 l .bxc3 the simplest 

continuation is 1 l . . .  'l&xc3, transposing to the 
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main line. However, White's strange move 
order also gives Black the chance to deviate 
with 1 l . . .�d7!?N or 1 l . . .lbd7!?N, when the 
position is about equal but White's king has 
made an odd move. 

The position after the text move has occurred 
in a lot of games, many of which arrived here 
via the more common move order of 8 . . .  �xc3t 
9 .bxc3 'Wa5 1 0 .�xf6. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
10  . . .  �xc3t 

At first sight it looks as though White has 
blundered, but he has a trick to save him. 

1 1 .@fl 
1 1 .liie2?? is not the answer: 1 l . . .'Wxc4t 

1 2.@f3 Wfc3t 1 3 .'kt>g4 ( 1 3.liie2 loses to 
1 3  . . .  Wfb2t or even 1 3  . . .  b6! ?-+) 

1 3  . . .  eSt 14.lbf5 �xf5t 1 5 .exf5 gxf6-+ Black 
kept his extra piece in Daly - Stummer, 
Budapest 1 994. 

1 1 .Wfd2? !  
This would be a good move if Black had to 
take the rook in the corner, but instead we 
can simply trade queens while keeping an 
extra pawn. 

11 . . .  Wxd2t 
1 1 . . .Wfxal t ? ?  1 2 .liie2 Wfxh l runs into 
1 3 .lbxe6 with a devastating attack. A 
possible finish is: 1 3  . . .  lb c6 1 4 .lbxg7t @f8 
1 5 .Wd6t 'kt>g8 16.Wf g3 'kt>f8 1 7.llJfS �xf5 
1 8 .Wfg7t 'kt>e8 1 9 .'Wxf7# 

1 2 .'kt>xd2 gxf6 

8 .1•..t. �·� � 
7 •·--� �� r� -, 
6 _ _ _ _  j_�� '-�� �� �� -- - - - %?}, 
: �� !m!�n� 
3 ��',, , , , , ;� �� '����-���w�,w� 2 o R  � � �CT::< O �O 1 � >@� -- - %� -- - - - %� g 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3 .lbb5 lba6 1 4 .lbd6t 'kt>e7 1 5 .lbxc8t �axc8 
1 6 .�xa6 bxa6 1 7.�hcl �hd8t 1 8 .'kt>e3 �b8 

All this happened in Lamprecht - Piker, 
Germany 2002. Black's extra, doubled pawn 
may not be worth a great deal ,  but it still gives 
him the more comfortable side of a likely draw. 

1 1  . . .  gxf6 
Black should avoid 1 l . . .Wfxc4t? 1 2 .liig l ,  

when 1 2  . . .  gxf6? is impossible due to 1 3 .�c l +­
and the bishop on c8 hangs. 

12.�kl �a5 
Let's take stock. White has gone for the most 

aggressive approach possible, exchanging his 
dark-squared bishop in order to accelerate his 
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development and weaken Black's structure. In  
return for  these benefits, he  has made some 
concessions, namely misplacing his king, thus 
blocking in the h I -rook, and sacrificing the 
c3-pawn. Black should aim to catch up on 
development with . . .  lll c6, . . .  <Jle7 and . . .  l:!d8, 
perhaps with . . .  id? thrown in at some point. 
Exchanges are generally good for Black, as he is 
a pawn up, so swapping the b8-knight for the 
one on d4 makes sense - although the knight 
can also come into play via d7 in some lines. 

a b c d e f g h 
White has four main options : Cl) 13.Wg4, 

C2) 13.g3, C3) 13.i.bSt and C4) 13.h4. 

An inferior alternative is: 
1 3 .lll b5? !  

Threatening W/d6, but  Black can easily deal 
with it. 

1 3  . . .  aG! 
Forcing the knight into d6 but stopping it 
from ever reaching c7. 

1 4.llldGt ct1e7 1 5 .h4 
15 . .ie2 lll c6 1 6.lll c4 W/c5 1 7 .h4 l:!d8 was 
clearly better for Black in To - Tan, Budapest 
20 1 4  

1 5  . . .  lll cG 
1 5  . . .  l:!d8 ?!  1 6 .lllxc8t l:!xc8 1 7.l:!h3 llld7 
1 8  . .ib3 W/e5 allowed some of Black's 
advantage to slip away in Bacrot - lvanchuk, 
Beij ing {blitz) 20 14 .  The text move is better, 
as Black gees ready to recapture with the 
'correct' rook on c8. 

1 6 .l:!h3 l:!d8 1 7 .l:!d3 W/e5 
This was Hebert - Kosyrev, Montreal 200 l ,  

which ends here with '0- 1 '  according to the 
database. le would seem early co resign, if chat's 
what happened, but Black is clearly in control 
and his extra pawn should ultimately decide 
the game. 

Cl) 13.Wg4 

s i. •.i. �9 � �B 
7 �·--� �� ·� ., 

. . . .  , %� �� �&'/.'/ �-
6 m � , �� � 
E�� ���-- -J� 

s ,- - - -�� �F'//,��� �� 4 -�'�' 8 mil� -� �- - - - - -� �� 3 �� �� �'m" �"" ." 
2 8 �%"" ' �W/J!lj;JtJ 
1 �� �@-: 

a b c d e f g h 
The database only contains a few examples 

of this move, including a very recent blitz 
game. White wants to cause trouble with Wig?. 
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13 . . .  �d7!?N 
This seems a sensible choice, keeping . . .  %Vg5 

in reserve until a more opportune moment. 

1 3  . . .  %Vg5 ?!  allowed 1 4.%Vxg5 fxg5 1 5 .ixe6! 
tlJ c6 1 6.hc8 gxc8 1 7.h4 g4 1 8 .tlJf5;!; with a 
pleasant endgame for White in I.:Ami - Van 
Wely, Internet (blitz) 20 1 6. 

1 3  . . .  We7!? 
This move looks provocative but the main 
line of my analysis ends in a forced draw. 

1 4.%Vg7 gfg 

8 �-��--iW : .,J,��rlJ-�� 
5 " ';�� �� '""�� 

'" "�� 
� 

"//, 
��//, �� 4 -�� 8 - � �� /., . , . ,� �� � �-�� ����r 

������ -.: a b c d e f g h 

1 5 .e5 ! ?N 
After 1 5 .h4 %Ve5 Black was at least equal in 
Lemos - Krysa, Montevideo 20 1 1 .  

1 5  . . .  %Vxe5 1 6.tlJxe6 ixe6 1 7.ixe6 %Vg5 ! 
After 1 7  . . .  %Vxe6? 1 8 .ge l  Black will lose his 
queen and the game. 

1 8 .gc?t!?  
After 1 8 .%Vxg5 fxg5 1 9 .ic8 tlJd7 White 
regains his pawn to reach an equal endgame. 

18 . . .  Wxe6 1 9 .%Vxf8 %Vb5t 20.Wel %Ve5t 2 1 .Wd2 

2 1 . . .Wd4t! 
2 1 . . .Wxc? also leads to a draw after perfect 
play, but Black has co be more careful. 

22.�c2 Wxf2t 23.�b l %Vb6t 24.Wal %Vd4t= 

14.h4 
This move is probably not best, but it's 

important to see how Black should handle the 
most ambitious approach, now that the . . .  %Vg5 
resource is not available. 

1 4 .g3 %Vg5= is safe enough for Black. 

1 4.Wg? leads co complex play after 14 . . .  gf8cxi 
with . . .  We5 to follow. 

16 . . .  ©e7 17.gh3 id7i 
Black is still a pawn up and is ready co start 

counterattacking along the c-file. 

C2) 13.g3 

Ten years ago this move did not exist, but since 
then it has been tried by a few strong players, 
most notably Carlsen and Kramnik. Instead of 
the traditional h2-h4 and gh3 ,  White prepares 
to put his king on g2 and develop the h 1 -rook 
by normal means. 
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1 4  . . .  lll c6 
This is the obvious move but I am not so 
happy with it, as it gives White a choice 
between a sharp struggle and a small 
positional advantage. 

l S .lll bS ! ?  
After l S .i.bS l:!d8 1 6.i.xc6 ixc6 1 7.lllxc6 
bxc6 1 8 .Wf3 WeS 1 9 .l:!xc6 0-0 White had 
a risk-free edge, although Black went on to 
draw in Carlsen - Morozevich, Biel 20 1 1 .  

8 .i.� �-� �--
7 �� r� r� -· 
6 , , , , , %�1.,��� ;{�� �� ,, , , , %� ! - - - - -�.,.,.�� 3 � � wr 
2 !.�� ���� 
1 �

�rml�"--3�": a b c d e f g h 

l S  . . .  lll eS !  1 6 .Wd6! 
16.lll d6t \tie? 1 7.lllxb? Wb6 1 8 .Wb3 'Wxb3 
19 .ixb3 l:!hc8 seems fine for Black. 

1 6  . . .  ixbS 1 7 .ixbSt  'WxbS 1 8 .l:!c7 lllg6 

Preventing mate on e7. Black's position 
looks scary but he has just enough resources 
to defend. 

1 9 .l:!dl 
The slow 1 9 .h4?? is refuted by 19 . . .  l:!d8 
20.Wa3 Wes , with both . . .  Wxe4t and . . .  'Wd6 
on the cards. 

1 9  . . .  hS !  20.a4! 
20.l:!d??? Wb6 wins for Black, so White has 
to decoy the queen first. 

20 . . .  Wxa4 2 1 .l:!d7 lll f4t 22.\tigl 
22.gxf4 Wxe4t is the same thing. 

� ,,_,,,. 
6 - - - - - %� ��r-�� �� "., , , , %  �, , , , %  

: 1.-.!.·� �� �� ,, _ _ _ _ _  ,�r� 3 �� �� �wP�-0 
2 ��1� t,��-,� a b c d e f g h 

22 . . .  lllh3t 23.Wg2 lll f4t 24.gxf4 Wxe4t 
2s .©f1 'Wh l t 

2S . . .  Wc4t is another drawing option.  
26.©e2 We4t 27.Wfl Wh l t 28 .We2 We4t 
29.©fl 

Y2-Yi Shimanov - Khairullin, Legnica 20 1 3 . 
A well-played game! Ultimately 1 4  . . .  lll c6 
seems good enough for a draw, but the move 
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given in the main line seems fully playable 
while avoiding long, 'computerish' lines such 
as the one above. 

8 .1• � ��· 
7 If•_;� r--·v,- . 
6 ,� •. Tm·� 5 �·�·• "• 
4 _ ,� fm!•111• 
3 ·- - �-� �� �� ��r�-- - - %�r� 2 8 a% _ _ _ _ _  aW/Jtl;J!j 
1 ��·� � :  

a b c d e f g h 
I 5.h4 @hs 

l 5 . . .  lt'lc6N looks like a sensible alternative, 
as long as you don't mind an early draw, which 
could occur after: 1 6.lt'lb3 Wb6 1 7 .Wg4t 
( 1 7.Wxd7??  i'l:fd8 picks up the queen) l 7 . . .  'it>h8 
1 8 .Wf4 <i>g7 1 9 .Wg4t <i>h8= 

16.Wf3 \We5 17.'1We3 .ic6 ISJ�hel gds 
1he computer indicates that White has just 

enough compensation for the pawn. He still 
has to find some accurate moves though, and 
in the following game he soon slipped into a 
worse position. 

19.tllf3 \Wh5 20 . .ie2?! V9g6 21 .e5 llld7 
22.exf6 tllxf6i 

Hracek - Wang Hao, Rhodes 20 1 3 .  

C3) 13  . .ibSt 

a b c d e f g h 
This move leads to forcing play, with the 

main line resulting in a draw by perpetual 
check, as shown in dozens of games, the earliest 
being from 1 988 .  

Your response to  this move will depend on  
your attitude towards an  early draw. If an  easy 
draw with the black pieces is acceptable, then 
C31) 13 . . .  @e7 is a good move. If, on the 
other hand, you wish to keep the game going, 
then my new discovery of C32) 13 . . . t0c6!?N 
will enable you to do so. 

1 3  . . .  lll d7? is a mistake due to 1 4 .i'l:xcSt !  i'l:xc8 
1 5  . .ixd7t, when recapturing on d7 would 
cost Black his queen to a discovered check. 
1 5  . . .  <i>e7 1 6  . .ixc8 i'l:xc8 was the continuation 
of Guimaraes Cunha - Frota, Fortaleza 1 999,  
when 1 7.<i>e2!N Wxa2t 1 8 .Wd2± would have 
given White every chance of converting his 
material advantage. 
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C31) 13  . . .  @e7 14.e5! 

Alternatives leave White with insufficient 
compensation for the sacrificed pawn. For 
example: 
14 .Wi'c2?!  

Threatening a check on c5,  but Black can 
easily prevent it. 

1 4  . . .  Wb6 
14 . . .  lll a6! ?N also looks good, for instance: 
1 5 .We2 e5 1 6 .lllb3 Wb6 1 7.h4 ie6+ 

1 5 .Wi'c3 
1 5 .Wi'c7t? Exchanging queens should not 
be feared by Black - we are a pawn up after 
all ! 1 5  . . .  id7 1 6 .Wl'xb6 axb6 1 7.ic4 �a4f 
Violeau - Griwu, Pau 20 1 2 . 

1 5  . . .  id7 1 6 .Wi'b4t Wi'd6 1 7.Wi'xd6t ©xd6 
1 s .©e2 

In Vaganian - Akopian, Groningen 1 997, 
Black should have continued: 

1 8  . . .  �c8!N 
Looking for immediate exchanges, as the 
extra pawn will be worth its weight in gold 
in the resulting endgame. Some sample lines 
run: 

1 9 .�xc8 ixc8 20.�d l 
20.�c l id7 2 1 .We3 a6+ 

20 . . .  ©e7 2 1 .�c l id7 22.ixd7 
22.�c7 ©d8 23 .�xb7? Wc8f 

22 . . .  lllxd7 23.�c7 �b8+ 
White faces a difficult challenge co hold the 

endgame a pawn down. 

1 5 .Wi'g4? invites a transposition to the main 
line below after 1 5  . . .  lll d7?, but Black can 
instead obtain a winning position with 
1 5  . . .  h6!. The text move attacks the e5-pawn, 
thus limiting Black's options. 

15  . . .  c!Dd7 
1 5  . . .  exd4??  opens up the c5-square for 

the white queen: 1 6 .Wi'gSt!  f6 1 7.Wi'cSt ©f7 
1 8 .ieBt and Black was losing his queen in 
Rychagov - Kosyrev, Moscow 2000. 
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s ,i �.i. � If �  �·� ;��,,�� ,, 
: '� �� ,� �-

�tw�� ��-0 ��,.,,� 5 �151��- W� � 
4 
, , , , ,%� �m--- - %- ,- - - - z� 

��,, � );¢� 3 �� �� ��-���-0 
2 8 ��-- - - -�W/Jtll)j!J 
1 �m •<it>• : 

a b c d e f g h 
17J;xc8t! 

This is the right way co force a draw. 
I 7.Wh6t allows Black co avoid the perpetual 

by means of: 1 7  . . .  'ktie8 ! ?  ( 1 7  . . .  'ktie7 leads co a 
draw ifBlack wants it: 1 8 .Wg5t 'ktif8=) 1 8 .Wg7 
l:%f8 1 9 .WxeS Wd2 20.llib3 \Wb4 2 1 .'IWhS a600 
With murky play, Kaidanov - Panchenko, 
Lvov 1 987. 

17 . . J�xc8 18.hd7 Wd8 

a b c d e f g h 
19.�xe6t! fxe6 20.'1!fh6t @f7 2l .'1!fxe6t 
c.bffi= 

The database contains more than thirty 
drawn games from this position, from 1 988 
all the way up co 20 1 6. White can proceed 
with 22.Wh6t or 22.'1Mf5t,  with a perpetual in 
either case. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

C32) l3  ••• tllc6!?N 

a b c d e f g h 
In chis extensively tested variation, I found 

chis novelty as an option to avoid the forced 
draw in the line above. As I explained in the 
Introduction, it cook me endless hours of study 
co find chis idea, as I was desperate co play 
the Vienna without enabling my opponents 
co memorize their way co a perpetual . The 
engines are unimpressed at first, as it looks as 
though Black simply loses a piece, but a closer 
inspection reveals chat Black can either win 
it back or obtain a strong initiative for the 
material . 

14.gxc6 
Taking the material is the critical test, and 

the most likely reaction in a game. Here are a 
few ocher possibilities: 

1 4.llixc6??  is obviously not an option due to 
1 4  . . .  \WxbSt .  

14 .Axc6t? !  i s  rather came. After 1 4  . . .  bxc6 
1 5 .llixc6 Wc7 1 6.llid4 \Wf4 White's position is 
becoming difficulc. For instance: 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 9  . . .  e5 !  20.lll e2 \Wh4t 2 1 .g3 1Wh3 22.Wa5 
ie6+ White can do nothing to stop the black 
rooks from eventually invading. 

1 4 .Wf3! ?  looks odd but is playable. My analysis 
continues: 1 4  . . .  0-0 1 5 .Wxf6 Wd8 ( 1 5  . . .  lllxd4 
leads to a perpetual :  1 6.:Ei:c5 e5 l 7.:Ei:xe5 lll e6 
1 8 .:Ei:g5t lllxg5 1 9 .Wxg5t '>flh8 20.Wf6t=) 
1 6 .Wxd8 :Ei:xd8 l 7 .lllxc6 bxc6 

1 8  . .!c4= The endgame is about equal , but 
there is still plenty of play in the position.  (The 
c6-pawn is poisoned: 1 8 .ixc6??  .!a6t 1 9 .'>flgl 
:Ei:ac8-+) 

14 .. . bxc6 15  . .ixc6t ©e7 16 . .bas 
White has collected his material but he has 

some temporary coordination problems which 
we will look to exploit. 

16 .. . �a6t 17.©gl 
1 7 .We2 Wxe2t 1 8 .'>flxe2 ( 1 8 .lllxe2? !  ia6 

favours Black, since the attempt to keep the 
bishop with 1 9 .ic6 :Ei:c8 20.ia4??  leads to 
disaster after 20 . . .  :Ei:cl  t followed by mate, as 
the knight is pinned) 1 8  . . .  .ia6t 1 9 .'>fle3 :Ei:xa8= 
Black picks up the a8-bishop and the game 
goes on. The endgame is roughly equal, but 
there are enough imbalances and pieces on the 
board to enable us to keep the game going. 

17 ... id7 
Trapping the bishop. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
18.J.d5?! 

Not the best move, but perhaps the most 
important option for us to check. The bishop 
is trapped, so what could be more natural than 
selling its life for a price? 

l 8 .lllb3? 
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This is an ill-fated attempt to preserve 
White's material advantage.  The threat is 
Wxd?t ,  followed by llic5t with a nasty fork. 

1 8  . . .  Wxa2! 1 9 .llic5?  
White should prefer 1 9 .h4 but  after 
1 9  . . .  !!xa8 20.l:!h3 l:!c8 Black has a clear 
advantage with his extra pawn. 

8 -\�� ��'0"���"" : ,·�� �,z,�,�� �m���, , , ,�� : �� ,, , , , , ;� !� �� 
3 ��-�-�. �� �� ��'% ��'0 
� ·��1���� 

a b c d e f g h 

1 9  . . .  i.b5 20.e5 
Trying to free the bishop. 
20 .i.b?? is refuted by 20 . . .  l:!d8 2 1 .We l Wc2 
with . . .  !!d 1 to follow. 

20 . . .  !!d8 2 l .exf6t ®e8 
White's king is vulnerable to mating tricks 
along the back rank. Black can exploit this 
with some crafty queen moves . . .  

22.We l 
22.Wc l Wb2! 23 .We l Wb4 transposes to the 
main line, with three fewer moves played. 

22 . . .  Wa5 ! 23 .Wcl Wa3 24.We l Wc3 25 .Wb l 
Wb2 26.We l Wb4 27.Wal Wxc5-+ 

8 ���--�� 
7 � • • • • • 
6 "" '"� �� r��� �f.W���,, , , �� 
5 �1���� �� �� 4 �� �� �� 3 �� �� ��,%��-0 2 ���-���� 
1 �� � � z � :  

a b c d e f g h 

Material is temporarily equal but Black has a 
deadly initiative. The finish might be: 

28 .i.f.3 !!d2 29 .We l l:!xf2! 30.Wxf2 Wc l t 
3 1 .Wfl Wxfl# 

The surprising 1 8 .e5 ! ?  fxe5 1 9 .llib3 actually 
seems to be White's best way to equalize. The 
continuation might be: 1 9  . . .  !!xa8 20.Wxd?t 
<i>xd7 2 1 .llic5t ®c6 22.llixa6 l:!d8 23.h4 ®b5 
24.lli c?t <;tic6= Black is in time to catch the 
knight. 

18 ... exd5 19.exd5 �xa2 

a b c d e f g h 
20.d6t 

20.h4 Wxd5 2 1 .®h2 l:!e8+ and Black's extra 
pawn matters more than his damaged kingside. 

20 . . .  ©f'S 21 .c!lie2 
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2 1 .h3 is met by 2 1 . . .Wi'dS!+, picking up the 
d6-pawn. 

2I .  •. ia4! 
Black intends . . .  @g? followed by bringing 

his rook into play. White has some problems 
due to his poor king position. 

22.ttlc3 
22.°IWe l ?  @g? 23 .llig3 i':ib8 is winning for 

Black. 

22 ... hdl 23.�xa2 ©g7 24.f3 
24.llic3 i.b3 25 .f3 i':ic8+ 

24 .• J�ds; 
Black will pick up the d6-pawn. White may 

well be able to hold the endgame with perfect 
defence, but it will be no fun whatsoever for 
him. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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C4) 13.h4 

a b c d e f g h 
This is the most popular continuation, and a 

standard way of activating the h l -rook. 

13 ••• ©e7 
The king defends the f6-pawn in advance, 

while making way for the rook to come to d8. 

14.i':ih3 

This move is consistent, and the 
overwhelmingly most popular choice. 

1 4 .llib5 is tricky but not so strong. 1 4  . . .  i':id8 
1 5 .°1Wh5 lli d7 Stopping '!Wc5t .  1 6.i.xe6 

a b c d e f g h 

1 6  . . .  llie5 !  1 7.i':ic?t i.d? 1 8 .i.xd? i':ixd7 
1 9 .i':ixd?t @xd7 20.'!Wdl t  @e8 2 1 .°1Wb3 i':id8+ 
White regained the sacrificed pawn but had 
serious problems with his piece coordination 
in V. Georgiev - Wells, Regensburg 1 997. 

1 4 .'!Wg4 
The queen is heading for g7. 

1 4  . . .  i':id8 ! ?  
This is a reasonable move although it leads to 
very murky play. 
1 4  . . .  lli c6!N 1 5 .llixc6t bxc6= looks 
preferable. 

1 5 .e5 '!Wxe5 1 6 .llixe6! 
Now Black has to play: 

a b c d e f g h 
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1 6  . . .  E:d6!N 
1 6  . . .  i.xe6?!  1 7  .i.xe6 E:d4 ( 1 7  . . .  fxe6?!  
1 S .Wg7t \ties 1 9 .WgSt \tie? 20 .Wxh?t 
\ties 2 1 .E:h3 puts Black in serious trouble) 
1 S .Wf3 was difficult for Black in Vallejo 
Pons - Sedlak, Aviles 2000. 

1 7 .E:e l Wa500 
The position is a mess. You can analyse this 

in more detail if you wish, but it hardly seems 
worth the effort for such a rare continuation;  
that's why I suggest deviating at move 1 4  in 
the line above. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 

2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
14 . . .  tll c6 15 .tllxc6t bxc6 16J�d3 gd8 

Exchanging rooks makes a lot of sense - we 
are a pawn up, after all .  

16 . . .  E:bS is also playable and often transposes . 
1 7.\tigl E:dS 1 S .e5 ! ?  is an independent 
continuation. ( l S .E:xdS WxdS 1 9 .Wh5 Wd4 
transposes to our main line) 1 S  . . .  fxe5 1 9 .Wh5 
E:xd3 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
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a b c d e f g h 

20.WgSt (20.i.xd3 Wd2 2 1 .E:dl Wf4 22.g3 
Wf6 23 .We2�) 20 . .  .f6 2 1 .Wg?t \tid6 22.i.xd3 
Wd2 23.Wfst \tic? 24.Wc5 i.d7 25 .i.xh7= 
Bagaturov - Palac, Batumi 1 999.  

17 J�xd8 Yfxd8 
This position has been analysed extensively 

and debated in many games. The good news 
is that most of the moves are pretty easy to 
find over the board and often Black has more 
than one choice, so I wouldn't feel daunted 
by the analysis ahead. The general rule is to 
aim for activity with moves like . . .  Wd4, . . .  E:bS 
and . . .  c5 ,  while taking care to prevent any 
unpleasant checks from the white queen along 
the dark squares. 

White's two main options are C41) 18.tfb3 
and C42) 18.VfhS. 

1 S .Wf3 has only been tried once, but it is 
worth showing a few more moves as the game 
has some instructive value. 1 S  . . .  Wc7 1 9 .\tigl 
i.d7 20.i.b3 E:bs 2 1 .Wh5? !  

a b c d e f g h 

2 1 . . .We5 ! Black ignores the h7-pawn and 
activates his pieces. 22.Wxh? E:b4!+ 23.E:e l c5 
Black has excellent chances on the queenside, 
and after the further 24.h5 ? c4 25 .i.d l E:b l he 
was already winning in Pakhomov - Stukopin, 
Dagomys 2009. 

1 S .Wa4 Wd6 
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This has been played a few times; so far 
White has a plus score, but Black's play can 
easily be improved as detailed below. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

1 9 .Eld 1 

a b c d e f g h 

1 9 .'®a5 has only been played in one game, 
Akesson - De la Villa Garcia, Pardubice 
20 1 1 ,  when 1 9  . . .  '®e5 20.'®a3t '®d6 2 1 .'®a5 
led to a repetition and an early draw. Instead 
1 9  . . .  �d?N or 1 9  . . .  c5N would have kept 
things equal while keeping the game going 
for at least a bit longer. 

1 9  . . .  1Wc5 
19 . . .  '®c7 is also possible but we will focus on 
the more active queen move. 

20.e5 ! ?  
20.'®b3 �d7 2 1 .iiig l  E\d8 22.'®d3 a5 Y2-Y2 
was the peaceful conclusion of Stoyanov -
Roidov, corr. 20 1 1 . Black is restricted by 
the pin along the d-file, but White can't do 
much to improve his position. 
The text move is a tricky attempt, which was 
played in Footner - Mohrlok, corr. 1 987. A 
useful improvement is: 

a b c d e f g h 

20 . . .  :8'.b8!N 
White's idea was revealed in the game, when 
20 . . .  fxe5 was met by 2 1 .�e2! intending '®g4 
with some initiative. Black should still be 
fine with careful play, but the text move is 
more convincing. 

2 1 .exf6t 
2 1 .�e2 '®xe5 22.'®xa?t :8'.b7 23 .'®a3t c5+ 
also favours Black. 

2 1 . . .iiixf6 22.�d3 :B:b4 23 .'®a3 a5 
Black has successfully activated his pieces and 

White does not have enough compensation. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
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C41) 18.�b3 

a b c d e f g h 
This move prevents . . .  :B:b8 while also 

discouraging . . .  i.d7 on account of the 
annoying check on a3 . 

18  . . .  �b6 
A logical move, preparing to meet '®a3t 

with . . .  c5 ,  and thus ensuring that the king will 
remain on the optimal el-square. 

l 8 . . .  c5 ! ?N looks an interesting idea, keeping 
the options of . . .  '®d6 and . . .  1Wb6 available. 

19.�a3t c5 20.�e3 
20.i.e2 '®b4 2 1 .'®d3 occurred in Sasikiran 

- Rabiega, Internet (blitz) 2004, when Black's 
simplest solution would have been: 
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a b c d e f g h 

2 1 . . .id?N 22.�dl ia4 23.�b l Wfd4= 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
20 ••• ib7!?N 

This looks like the cleanest route to equality. 
I favour the bishop on this square, as White 
will usually look to break with e4-e5 , which 
will open the long diagonal for our bishop. 

20 . . .  id? 2 1 .e5 gave White some initiative in 
Sasikiran - Gustafsson, Internet (blitz) 2004, 
although Black should hold after a few accurate 
moves . (2 1 .<;t>gl is better for White according 
to Sherbakov but after 2 1 . . .Wfd6 22.ie2 Wfd4 
a repetition looks likely: 23.Wf a3 Wfb4 24.Wf e3 
Wfd4=) 

21 .eS fxe5 22.Wi'gSt 
22.Wfxe5? �g8 gives Black some attacking 

prospects on top of his extra pawn. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
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2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
22 ..• ©f8 23.Wi'h6t 

23 .Wfxe5 �d8= 

23 ••• ©e7 24.Wi'gSt ©f8= 
The repetition seems like the logical 

outcome. 

C42) 18.Wi'hS Wi'd4 

8 � �£ ��-0/,�� 
1 � m :ifi· .t. B i  , , , , , �� ·��,,�-�� 6 ill�ill�" 'ill 
: ill�fa!�illlf 
3 illilll' ''ill ill�" 
2 !� ill� fill�!� �%""' ��£-- - - %� 1 �� �@� 

a b c d e f g h 
Once again, Black should ignore the h7-

pawn and focus on activating his pieces . 
Having centralized the queen, he will put the 
rook on the b-file and then look for a suitable 
way to develop his bishop and/or advance the 
c-pawn. 

19.©gl 
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1 9 .Wxh7?! White snatches the pawn back 
but places his queen offside in the process . 
1 9  . .  .!�b8 20 . .ib3 ia6t 2 1 .i'gl In Karpov -
Hubner, Skelleftea 1 989,  Black could have 
obtained some advantage with: 

a b c d e f g h 

2 1 . . .c5!N 22.E:d l id3!+ Intending . . .  c4 . 

1 9  .ie2 is also harmless at best: 1 9  . . .  E:b8 20. W a5 
E:b2 2 1 .E:d l (2 1 .Wa3t doesn't help: 2 1 . . .�e8 
22.E:d l E:d2 23.E:xd2 Wxd2+ Shariyazdanov -
Sorokin, Sangli 2000) 2 1 . . .Wb6 22 .Wa3t c5 
23.e5 fXe5 24.Wg3 In Obodchuk - Sorokin, 
Nizhnij Tagil 2007, Black played 24 . . .  E:b l and 
allowed White to force a draw by checking 
on g5. Instead he could have played for a win 
with: 

a b c d e f g h 

24 . . .  h6!N+ Cutting out perpetuals, with 
chances to press with the extra pawn(s) . 

19 . .  J�bs 20 . .ib3 gb4 

20 . . .  id7!? also offers easy equality, for 
instance: 2 1 .Wxh7 Dzagnidze - Batsiashvili, 
Batumi 20 1 6 . 2 1 . . .We5N 22.Wh6 Wxe4= 

The text move gives White a choice of taking 
on h7 or c6, neither of which should cause any 
real problems. 

2I .Wfxh7 
2 1 .E:xc6 .id? 22.E:c7 Wal t  23.�h2 We5t 

(23 . . .  Wd4=) 24.Wxe5 fXe5 25 .E:xa7 E:xe4 
26.�g3 f5 27.f3 The endgame is equal and 
a draw was agreed in Relange - Delorme, 
Guingamp 20 1 0 . 

21 .  • •  aS 
2 1 . . .We5 is a fully playable alternative, 

centralizing the queen. 22.f3N (22 . .ic2?!  E:c4 
placed White in a slightly awkward pin in 
Pappier - Chovanec, email 2007) 22 . . .  c5= 

22.W/gs .id7 23.gdl W/xe4 24.W/as 
Here I found a nice way to put White under 

pressure. 

a b c d e f g h 
24 . . .  a4!N 

24 . . .  E:d4 25 .E:xd4 Wxd4 26.Wxa5 Wxh4 
27.Wa3t= forced a draw in Akesson - Landa, 
Bad Wiessee 2005 .  

25.W/a7 ©f'8! 26.gxd7 Wfel t 27.©h2 gxh4t 
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28.©g3 Wi'e4 
Threatening mate. White only has one way 

to force a draw. 

33.Wf dSt! ©xg7 34.Wi'e7t= 
With a perpetual . 

Conclusion 

This is the longest chapter in the book - with 
good reason, as the variations are the most 
theoretically critical . After my chosen move 
order of 8 . . .  �a5 - a major decision in itself ­
we started by analysing 9 .ib5t id? 1 0 .ixf6, 
when 1 o . . .  ixb5 ! ?  cuts down on theory while 
leading to a fully playable position. 

9 .id2 is a major test of Black's system, and 
could be regarded as an attempt to take 
advantage of our chosen move order. The main 
line continues 9 . . .  �c5 1 0 .ib5t id? l 1 .ll'lb3 
�e7 1 2 .id3 ll'lc6 1 3 .a3 id6 1 4 .0-0 0-0, 
leading to a positional struggle where Black 
will look to neutralize his opponent's space 
advantage. Expect a long game, whatever the 
outcome of the opening. 

We finished with the sharp 9 .ixf6, when the 
main line continues 9 . . .  ixc3t 1 0 .bxc3 �xc3t 
1 1 .@fl gxf6 1 2 .Eic l �a5 , with a final split. 
1 3 .ib5t is an important move to consider, 
when 1 3  . . .  'if;>e? should lead to a forced draw 
if you want it, but 1 3  . . .  ll'lc6!?N is a new and 
interesting way to keep the game going. I don't 
think Black is worse in any of the ensuing lines, 
and White may get into trouble if he plays too 
materialistically. Finally, 1 3 .h4 is White's most 
ambitious try, when most games continue 
1 3  . . .  'if;>e? 14 .Eih3 ll'lc6 1 5 .ll'lxc6t bxc6 1 6 .Eid3 
Eid8 l 7.Eixd8 �xd8. Theoretically Black has 
no problems, and in many of the lines he can 
fight for the advantage, especially if White 
wastes too much time hunting the h7-pawn 
with his queen. 

Overall I feel Black is doing well in all these 
variations. Still, if you are going to play 6 . . .  c5 
I would say this is the most important chapter 
to be familiar with, due to the popularity and 
critical nature of the ensuing positions. 
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6 . . .  b5!? 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.� c3 .ib4 5 . .ig5 dxc4! 6.e4 b5!? 

A) 7.e5 h6 
Al} 8 . .ih4 g5 9.�xg5 hxg5 10  . .ixg5 �bd7 

Al l )  l 1 .exf6 
Al2} l 1 .Wf f3 

A2) 8.exf6 hxg5 9.fxg7 �g8 10.h4 
A21 )  10  . . .  gxh4 
A22) 1 0  . . .  g4!? 

B) 7.a4 c5!? 
Bl} 8.e5 
B2} 8.axb5 cxd4 

B2 1}  9 . .ixf6 
B22} 9.�xd4 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lLif3 ti)f6 4.lL!c3 ib4 
s . .tg5 dxc4 6.e4 b5!? 

This is the wildcard option! According to my 
database, it has only occurred in roughly one 
eighth of the number of games as 6 . . .  c5. There 
is an obvious resemblance to the Botvinnik 
Semi-Slav, but replacing the move . . .  c6 with 
. . .  .ib4 leads to some different possibilities, 
as well as a huge reduction in the volume of 
opening theory. 

White's two main options are A) 7.e5 and 
B) 7.a4. 

7. ff c2 is covered in Chapter 1 5  under the 
move order 5 .Wic2 dxc4 6 . .ig5 b5 7.e4. 

White's only other sensible move is: 
7 .a3 .ixc3t 8 .bxc3 h6 9 . .ixf6 fixf6 

a b c d e f g h 

1 0 .a4 
1 0 .Wib l c6 l l .ll'le5 0-0 1 2  . .ie2 ffe7 1 3 .0-0 
a6 1 4.Wfb4 Wfc700 offers White some 
compensation for the pawn but not enough 
for an advantage, Kummer - Ragger, Vienna 
20 1 0 . 

1 0  . . .  c6 l l ..ie2 0-0 1 2 .e5 ffe7 1 3 .Wib l a6 
1 4 .ll'ld2 

In I .  Sokolov - Vasilevich, Reykjavik 2006, 
Black missed a powerful idea: 

1 4  . . .  c5!N 
Leading to dynamic counterplay, for 
example: 

1 5 .axb5 
1 5  . .if3? !  E1a7 only helps Black: l 6.axb5 axb5 
l 7 .E1xa7 ffxa7+ 

1 5  . . .  cxd4 1 6.cxd4 c3 1 7 .ll'le4 .ib7 
Black is at least equal; his pieces are active and 

he will keep a passed pawn on the queenside. 
(It could be on c3 or b5 ,  depending on how 
White plays . . .  ) 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
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A) 7.e5 

a b c d e f g h 
Most White players prefer to start with 

a2-a4 with the idea of provoking . . .  c6, in order 
to block the long diagonal before the bishop 
arrives on b7. Nevertheless, the text move is 
the most direct way to force the play, so we 
should consider it carefully. 
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7 .. .  h6 
White faces an important choice between 

Al) s.i.h4 and A2) 8.exf6. 

8.id2 is playable, but after 8 . . .  ixc3 9 .bxc3 
llldS Black has a solid position and White will 
have a hard time proving his compensation. 

Al) 8.i.h4 

This has been the most common choice but I 
find White's play rather speculative. 

8 . . .  g5 9.ltJxg5 
9.exf6? gxh4 leaves White a pawn down, with 

the f6-pawn still hanging. Black also benefits 
from a simple plan of development involving 
. . .  ib7, . . .  llld7 and . . .  '1Wxf6, leading to an 
extremely active position. 10 .llleS ( 1 0.a4 ib7 
1 1 .axbS '1Wxf6 1 2 .llle5 llld7 1 3 .lllxd? Wxd7 
14 .i'l:gl Wc8+ Ubilava - Meister, Barnaul 1 984) 
10 . . .  ib? 1 1 .ie2 llld7 1 2 .if3 lllxe5 

8 .1 •  � �· � tB ·�@ref·- - - -"� "� . . . . .  : -���.!��� 5 �:-� .. . . . % .. . . . .  
��-0 �@rd'-- - - · '� ��,,f' 4 � · 1� • r. 

3 . . . . . �� . . . .  %� .i . . . . . . ��rd'd'-- - - '� ��-%��-0 2 fj f� • f� fj f� 1 �--- - "·'�· - - "-� 
a b c d e f g h 

1 3 .ixb?? (White should have settled for 
1 3 .dxeS ,  although Black is obviously doing 
well after 1 3  . . .  '\Wxd l t+) 1 3  . . .  llld3t 14 .Wfl 
'1Wxf6-+ Kukov - V. Georgiev, Plovdiv 20 1 0 .  

9 . . .  hxg5 10 . .ixg5 ltJbd7 
The position resembles a Botvinnik Semi­

Slav but there are some slight differences in 
piece placement. It is especially useful for Black 
not to have committed to . . .  c6, as his bishop 

will get a clear view of the long diagonal when 
it arrives on b7. 

s 1. ��} �· � �I 
1 ��-'iBAB. 6 , , , , , ,.;� , , . , , %� · - � �- ��r�-- - - - :�·0 5 � · - �[!} � 
4 �-rn· . . .  %a .; . . .  Y,� , , , , ,Y,f"'1""%� � 3 �% -�qj;� -w·0-w·0 2 8 W[j m rt] 8 rr!J 
1 �--- - %�1=Ia: 

a b c d e f g h 
White's two main options are Al l)  l l .exf6 

and Al2) 1 1 .Yff3. 
l l .a3 was tried by my brother back in 200 1 ;  

although he won quickly against a GM, there 
were some flaws in the game. l l . . .ixc3t 
1 2 .bxc3 ib7 1 3 .ie2?!  ( 1 3 .exf6N is better, 
though after 1 3  . . .  lll b600 Black has no reason 
to be dissatisfied with the outcome of the 
opening) 1 3  . . .  ixg2 1 4 .i'l:gl i'l:xh2 1 5 .if3 

a b c d e f g h 

1 5  . . .  lllxeS !N ( 1 5  . . .  ixf3? 1 6.'1Wxf3 i'l:h8 
l 7.'1Wc6 Wf8 1 8 .exf600 N. Pert - Summerscale, 
Birmingham 200 1 )  The text move is a strong 
improvement, leading to material gains for 
Black. For example: 1 6 .dxeS '!Wxd l t  1 7.i'l:xd l 
ixf3 1 8 .ixf6 ixd l 1 9 .i'l:g8t Wd7+ White has 
a most unpleasant endgame in store. 
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8 
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Al l)  1 1 .exf6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1  . . .  .ib7 

White's last move allows us to occupy 
the long diagonal with the bishop, which is 
certainly something we should do. 

12.a3 
This is perhaps the most challenging move, 

immediately asking the question of the bishop. 
Two other possibilities are: 

1 2 . WI g4?! prepares long castling while putting 
the queen on a superficially aggressive square, 
but it allows Black to strike in the centre: 1 2  . . .  c5 !  
1 3 .a3 ( 1 3 .0-0-0? .ixc3 1 4 .bxc3 'Wa5 and 
White's queenside collapses: 1 5 .©b2 b4-+) 

1 2 .'Wc2 has been played a few times, intending 
long castling. I suggest the new idea: 
1 2  . . .  tll b6!?N 1 3 .0-0-0 ( 1 3 .a3 gives Black a 
choice: 1 3  . . .  .iaS ! ?  transposes to the note to 
White's 1 3th move in the main line below; and 
1 3  . . .  .ixc3t 1 4.bxc300 is also playable) 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 3  . . .  .ixc3! ?  1 4 .bxc3 a500 Black has reasonable 
chances in a complex position; he can follow 
up by moving his queen and castling on the 
queenside, and he can develop an attack with 
. . .  b4 when the time is right. 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
12 . . .  .ia5!?N 

1 2  . . .  .ixc3t 1 3 .bxc3 c5 is also playable. 1 4.h4 
'We? 1 5 .�h3 cxd4 1 6.'Wxd4 0-0-0 1 7.'Wxa? 
lll c5 gave Black good compensation for the 
pawn, and resulted in a hard-fought draw in 
Antonov - Spasov, corr. 2009. 



Chapter 7 - 6 . . . b 5  1 53  

I find the bishop retreat more appealing, as  I 
like the idea of keeping my bishop for now and 
seeing how things develop. That's not to say 
that . . .  ixc3 won't come later. 

13.f3 
1 3 .'1Wc2 tllb6 1 4.0-0-0 is well met by 

14 . . .  ixc3 1 5 .bxc3 '1Wd6t , when \:t>b2 is not an 
appealing option as . . .  tll a4t lays in wait. 

13 .. . llJb6 14.h4 '\Wd7 15.'it>fl 0-0-0m 
The chances look roughly balanced in this 

complicated position. Having made all the 
obvious developing moves, Black's next job 
should be to bolster his queenside with moves 
like . . .  \:t>b8 and . . .  a6. 
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A12) 1 1 .'!Wf3 

a b c d e f g h 
A logical move, activating the queen and 

provoking Black's rook to move, thus ruling 
out long castling. 

1 1  . . . :Sbs 
Black may have lost the right to castle on 

the queenside, but at least he is ready to play 
. . .  ib7 with gain of tempo. 

12.exf6 
l 2.ixf6? shows a total lack of ambition. 

After 12 . . .  tllxf6 1 3 .'1Wxf6 '1Wxf6 1 4 .exf6 :i'i:h6 

Black will quickly recoup his pawn deficit 
while keeping the advantages of the bishop 
pair and the advanced queenside majority. For 
example: 

8 �.Bi.i. �· � 7 �- - - -Y-� �� ·� 
6 . . . .%. %Rf��� �� ��" . . %� ·· · · · 
: �,,��R�� 3 . . . . . ��- .%� �� 

��-� - � ��%��-"" 2 fj �� � �� fj �fj �- %� ���-: 
a b c d e f g h 

1 5 .a4 ( 1 5 .ie2 ib7 1 6.f3 :i'i:xf6 1 7.a3 ia5 
1 8 .0-0-0 a6+ Nelyubin - Filipenko, Izhevsk 
2008) l 5 . . .  a6 ( 1 5  . . .  bxa4!?N should also be 
good for Black) 1 6.axbS axb5 1 7 .ie2 ib7+ 
Geirnaert - Mohandesi, Namur 2006. 

8 ��..ts• � �.1 
7 �-- - - - Y--i)� ·� . . . . . 

'jj!J" 'jj!J Tn jj!Jjj!J 6 jj!Jjj!J jj!Jjj!J" '0 % 5 �����,%���� 4 � · if� � � 
3 , , , , ,��-- , , %� ;� 
2 !O' ·jj!J·'· �--- - %� �=t•� 

a b c d e f g h 
12 .•. ib7 13.'!Wg3 

1 3 .1We3 is also playable although it provides 
a target for our knight. 1 3  . . .  tll b6 Heading 
for d5 .  1 4.0-0-0 ( 1 4.h4 tll d5 1 5 .'1Wd2 c5 
16 .ie2?? [ 1 6 .a300 was better] 16 . . .  cxd4 and 
White resigned in Alcaide Luque - Gonzalez 
de la Torre, Zornotza 20 1 2) 
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8 • � Y,· � � 
7 '(t ___ .,%� r� -- - - -
6 , , , , , % ... , , %.!��� 5 ,,, ,� �� , , , , , ;<� 
4 ��-�!��� , ; , , ,�� 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 4  . . .  tt:ldS 1 5 .tllxd5 Wfxd5 1 6 .h4 1:%d8 1 7 .Wfe5 
This was Korelov - Karasev, Leningrad 1 963, 
and now 17 . . .  Wfc6!?N00 looks best, leading to a 
complex battle where neither king is altogether 
safe. 

After the text move I found six games on 
the database, and all of them featured 
different moves from Black on the next turn! 
Clearly there is a lot of room for individual 
interpretation; that being said, my preference 
is: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
13  . . .  a6!? 

A useful waiting move, safeguarding the b5-
pawn in preparation for . . .  i.d6 and . . .  tt:lb6-d5 .  

After 13  . . .  cS ? !  1 4.dxc5 tt:lxc5 1 5 .1:%d 1 i.d5 
Black went on to win in Dias - Sulskis, 
Dresden (ol) 2008, but his position would 

have been quite unpleasant if White had found 
16 .i.d2!N. 

13 . . .  tt:lb6 led to a win for Black in Nisula 
- Heino, Finland 1 995 .  Still, the knight 
manoeuvre to d5 is not so effective without the 
queen on e3 as a target. The best continuation 
looks to be 1 4.i.e2N a6�, with . . .  i.d6 and 
. . .  tll d5 on the cards. This looks playable for 
Black, but I prefer the version in the main line 
below. 

14.0-0-0 
One of the advantages of Black's last move 

is that 1 4 .i.e2?! is effectively ruled out due to 
14 . . .  i.d6! 1 5 .Wie3 i.xg2+. 

14 . . .  id6 15 .Wie3 tLJxf6 
1 5  . . .  tll b6!?N is also playable. A possible 

continuation is 1 6.d5 b4 1 7 .dxe6 bxc3 
1 8 .Wfxc3 i.d5 1 9 .exf7t @xf700 with a complete 
mess . 

16.h4 
1 6 .dS can be met by: 1 6  . . .  tt:l g4! 1 7.Wfd2 f6 

1 8 .Wfd4 exd5 1 9 .Wfxg4 fxg500 

After the text move I found an important 
improvement for Black. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
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a b c d e f g h 
16 . . .  ie7!Nm 
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Rather than 1 6  . . .  b4? ! ,  when 1 7.d5 !  gave 
White a dangerous attack in Kraft - Matarykin, 
email 2006. 

A2) 8.exf6 

s .. . hxg5 9.fxg7 g8s 10.h4 
This is a typical follow-up, which has been 

played well over a hundred times in the similar 
position with a2-a4 and . . .  c6 thrown in. 
Comparing the two variations, this version must 
favour Black, as his bishop will have a clear view 
of the long diagonal once it arrives on b7. 

Other possibilities include: 

1 0 .lll e5 .ib7 1 l ..ie2 llld7 1 2 .lllxd? Wxd7 
1 3 .0-0 occurred in Novoselski - Mladenovic, 
Kraljevo 20 1 4, when Black should have played: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 3  . . .  0-0-0!N 1 4.a4 And now both 1 4  . . .  a6 and 
14 . . .  Wxd4! ?  give Black clearly better chances . 

1 0 .a4 should be met by: 1 0  . . .  g4!N ( 1 0  . . .  c6 
transposes to one of the main lines after 7.a4 
c6, which we would do well to avoid!) 1 1 .lll e5 
c5 

a b c d e f g h 

1 2 .Wxg4 ( 1 2 .axb5 Wxd400) 1 2  . . .  Wxd4 1 3 .Wg3 
llld7 14 .lll c6 Wf600 

1 0 .g3 
This has done well for White in the position 
with a2-a4 and . . .  c6 thrown in, but here 
Black is perfectly placed to contest the long 
diagonal. 

a b c d e f g h 

1 0  . . .  .tb?! 1 l ..ig2 g4 
Now Black can force the exchange of light 
squared bishops. 

1 2.lllh4 .ixg2 1 3 .lllxg2 
In Zilka - Luch, Czech Republic 20 1 2, 
Black played the reckless 1 3  . . .  c5?  and got 
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into trouble. It would have been far better 
to play: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3  . . .  tli c6!N 1 4.0-0 E:xg7! 
Not only removing a white pawn, but also 
defending the one on g4. 

1 5 .tlixb5 a6 1 6 .tlic3 Wxd4 1 7.Wa4 Wc5 
1 8 .tlie3 

a b c d e f g h 

1 8  . . .  i.xc3 
1 8  . . .  'ttie7!? is playable but seems unnecessarily 
complicated after 1 9  .E:ac l 00• 

1 9 .bxc3 'ttie7 
Black is a pawn up and White will have to 
concede the initiative to regain it. 

20.tlixc4 
20.Wxc4 gives Black easy activity and a 
small edge after 20 . . .  Wxc4 2 1 .tlixc4 E:g5+ 
(or 2 1 . . .E:h8+) . 
The text move is more critical but Black's 
centralized king turns out to be safer that 
White's. 

8 .i � � �Z'"" 7 
� �-� · · �� � � % � - �  

6 ·� �� ,.�� . , . , , v.� 
s �B�� �� 
4 1� �� �� ,� ��-�����-r 3 � � � .. � �

� 
�. , . , %� iw.�'ef""%�,� 2 8��� ��v:-!� 

a b c d e f g h 

20 . . .  E:h8 2 1 .E:ad l E:xh2! 
Black unleashes a vicious attack. 

22.tlia5 
22.'ttixh2? loses to 22 . . .  Wh5t 23.iig2 Wh3t 
24.'ttig l  E:h7 25 .E:d7t Wf6-+ with mate to 
follow. 

22 . . .  E:gh7 23.tlixc6t iif6 24.Wxg4 
24.Wf4t? Wf5 wins. 

a b c d e f g h 

24 . . .  E:h l t 25 .'ttig2 E:7h2t 26.iif3 E:xfl 
27.E:xfl Wxc6H 

Black will win a pawn at least. 

Returning to the main line, both 
A21) 10 . . . gxh4 and A22) 10 . . . g4!? look 
reasonable for Black. Both moves are playable, 
but I would characterize the first as safer and 
the second as riskier and more ambitious, so it 
is worth analysing both of them. 
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8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

A21) 10  . . .  gxh4 

a b c d e f g h 
Eliminating the passed h-pawn is the safer 

choice. 

1 1 .gxh4 �f6 12.a4 
1 2 .g3 tll d7 1 3 .a4 has also been played, when 

an obvious improvement is: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3  . . .  .ib?!N ( 1 3  . . .  c6? !  was played in Almeida 
Quintana - Pazos Gambarrotti, Bogota 20 1 2 ;  
this move transposes t o  a heap o f  other games, 
from which White has achieved a massive 
score after 1 4  . .ig2;!;) 1 4  . .ig2 bxa4 1 5 .gxa4 
a500 Black has plenty of activity, and the 
b7-bishop is particularly happy without a 
pawn on c6. 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
12 . . .  .tb7! 

Once again, 1 2  . . .  c6? !  should be avoided. 

13.ghS!? 
1 3 .axbSN is an obvious alternative; after 

1 3  . . .  tlld7 1 4  . .ixc4 tt:l b6� Black's active pieces 
compensate for his material deficit. 

13 ... gxhs 14.gxhS=�t �xhs 15.axbS �d7 
16.hc4 �b6 17 . .ifl 

I think the most accurate continuation is: 

8 
7 
6 
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a b c d e f g h 
17 . . J;ds!N 

1 7  . . .  0-0-0 1 8 .tll e5 Wh4 1 9 .g4 Wh l 
20.Wd3 .ie4 2 1 .We3 tlld5 22.Wg3 occurred in 
Svedov - Madakov, St Petersburg 2009, when 
22 .. .f6!N would have maintained the balance. 
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For instance, 23 .llic6 lli xc3 24.bxc3 ixc6 
25 .bxc6 We4t 26.ie2 (or 26.md2 Wxd4t=) 
26 . . .  Wfh l t= with perpetual checks. 

Keeping the king in the centre seems like a 
better option to me, mainly because it defends 
f7 against future llie5 jumps. 

18.Yfb3 
1 8 .llie5? !  ic5+ would suit Black perfectly. 

18  . . .  i.d6 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
19.0-0-0 

1 9 .ie2?!  leaves the white king stranded 
in the centre: 1 9  . . .  ixf3 20.gxf3 (20.ixf3?  
Wh l t-+) 20 . . .  if4+ 

l 9 .llie2 id5 gives Black a lot of activity for 
the pawn. 

19 . . .  if4t 20.©bl .ixf3 21 .gxf3 gxd4 
Black has won back the pawn, while keeping 

a slightly better position. 

A22) 10  .. . g4!? 

1 1 .�e5 
l 1 .h5 ! ?  should be met by: 1 1 . . .  l:!xg?! (but 

not l 1 . . .  gxf3 ?  l 2.h6 and White's pawns are too 
dangerous : 1 2  . . .  Wg5 1 3 .Wfxf3 c6 1 4 .Wh5+-) 
Now White has nothing better than 1 2 .llie5 ,  
with an immediate transposition to the main 
line below. 

1 1  . . .  gxg7 12.h5 f5 
A common theme - defending the g4-pawn 

and enabling the black queen to deal with the 
advancing h-pawn when required. 

13.a4 
1 3 .g3 ? makes no sense for White after 

1 3  . . .  ib?+. 

1 3 .ie2!?N is playable, and 1 3  . . .  c5 1 4 .h6 l:!h7 
1 5 .ixg4 Wfxd4 1 6 .if3 ixc3t 1 7.bxc3 Wxc3t 
1 8 .mfl Wxe5 1 9 .ixa8 @e700 reaches a total 
mess. 

Another game continued 1 3 .Wfd2 ib7 14 .W/h6 
We?, and now White should play: 
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2 !� ---� ��,� 

�L %� ��t� :: 
a b c d e f g h 

l 5 .Wh8tN ( 1 5 .a4?! a6 only weakened White's 
queenside in Gavrilov - Yakovich, Kazan 
2005 ;  besides, 1 5  . . .  li:J d?!N+ would have been 
even stronger for Black.) 1 5  . . .  Wf8 1 6.Wxf8t 
'it>xf8 1 7 .a4 li:lc6!00 The position is very murky 
but I don't believe Black is worse. 

14.dxcS 
This has been played in both of the games to 

have reached the position so far. 

It is also worth considering: 
1 4 .h6!?N 

My opinion of this pawn move is that 

sometimes it helps White but sometimes 
it doesn't. It pushes the black rook to h7, 
from where it attacks the h-pawn, meaning 
White will have to guard it at all times - but 
that said, the pawn takes a step closer to 
promotion and forces Black to keep an eye 
on it. 

14 . . .  Ei:h7 1 5 .dxc5 Wxd l t 
1 5  . . .  Wc7? !  runs into a powerful sacrifice: 
1 6.li:lxg4! fxg4 1 7.Wxg4 .!xc3t 1 8 .bxc3 
We5t  1 9 .'it>d2 and Black is under pressure. 

1 6.Ei:xd l li:ld7 

6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

1 7 .Elxd7! 

a b c d e f g h 

1 7.li:lxd7 .!xd7 1 8 .axb5 .!xb5+ favours 
Black. 

1 7  . . .  .!xd7 1 8 .c6 .!c8 1 9 .axb5 .!f8 20.g3 

s _i �.i.�9� 7 � "'� "'� � -
-"� .i 

6 . . %·'·'-�� 
5 � � m • � · 
4 �.,./ . • ,� 
3 m � ' �WK� - -��wt¥ 3� 2 �0 - �0 � % %� %��� :: 

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  Ei:xh6 

This leads to forcing play and eventual 
equality. The alternative is 20 . . .  Ei:b8! ?  
21  . .!g2 'it>d8 22.0-0 'it>c700 when any result 
is possible. 
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2 1 .1:%xh6 .ixh6 22 . .ig2 .ig7 23.lllxc4 1:%b8 
24.c7 ixc3t 25 .bxc3 1:%b6 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 

2 
a b c d e f g h 

26.ll\xb6 axb6 27.c4 i;!;>d7 28.c5 <:Jlxc7 29.c6 
<:J:id6= 

Neither side has any real winning chances in 
this endgame. 

8 
7 
6 
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a b c d e f g h 
14 ••• Y:Yf6! 

1 4  . . .  �xd l t? !  is not so good here; after 
1 5 .1:%xd l ll\d7 1 6.1:%xd7! ixd7 ( 1 6  . . .  1:%xd7 
1 7 .axb5t) 1 7.c6 ic8 1 8 .axb5 White has 
benefited from not including h5-h6, . . .  1:%h7, 
which means Black is unable to pick up the 
h-pawn with . . .  if8. 1 8  . . .  <:J:ie? 1 9 .ixc4;!; 

15.f4 
After 1 5 .�d6? ll\ d7 White will find himself 

way behind in development in an open 
position: 1 6 .h6 1:%h7 1 7.f4 gxf3 1 8 .ll\xd7 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
15 . . .  gxf3!N 

l 5 . . .  ll\d700 was decent for Black in Duessel 
- Grothe, Baden 20 1 3, but the text move is 
stronger. 

16.l£ixf3 gd7 17.Y:Ycl .ib7 
Black has excellent chances due to his strong 

bishops and activity in the centre. 

18.h6 
1 8 .axb5 ixf3 1 9 .gxf3 �e5t+ is also 

unpleasant for White. 

18 • • •  l£ia6! 19.h7 0-0-0:+ 
Black has clearly won the opening battle. 
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B) 7.a4 

a b c d e f g h 
This is White's main choice, striking at our 

queenside structure. 

7 ••• c5!? 
7 . . .  c6 is by far the most popular move. The 

resulting position has been tested in over 300 
games, with generally good results for White 
after 8 .e5 h6 9 .exf6 hxg5 1 0 .fxg? !'!g8 1 l .g3 , 
followed by pressure down the long diagonal. 

By contrast, my database only contains twelve 
games (including correspondence) after the 
text move, showing what a fresh idea it is to 
investigate. One of those games happens to 
involve leading Ragozin expert Aronian on 
Black's side, which says something in itself. 
I remember watching that game live, and 
Aronian was playing the opening instantly, 
indicating he had studied it advance. Due to 
the lack of games in this variation, much of 
what follows is my own analysis. 

White may proceed with Bl)  8.e5 or 
B2) 8.axb5. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
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3 
2 
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Bl)  8.e5 cxd4 

a b c d e f g h 
9.c!llxd4N 

This is already a new move, but it seems the 
most obvious choice. The position is similar 
to the mainstream Vienna positions that were 
examined in variation B of Chapter 5 ,  but 
here the moves . . .  b5 and a2-a4 have been 
included. 

9 .exf6 leads to a good position for Black after 
some exchanges: 9 . . .  gxf6 1 0 .ixf6 ( 1 0 .Wxd4 
Wxd4 1 1 .c!llxd4 fxg5 1 2 .t2Jdxb5 tD a6 1 3 .ixc4 
ib 7 gives Black an excellent game, with 
two bishops and the better pawn majority) 
1 0  . . .  Wxf6 1 1 .Wxd4 tD d7 1 2 .axb5 

a b c d e f g h 

1 2  . . .  ib?!N Reaching a complicated position 
where I slightly prefer Black's chances. 
( 1 2  . . .  Wxd4 1 3 .tDxd4 t2J b6 1 4.t2Jc6 ixc3t 
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1 S .bxc3 a6= was also reasonable in R. Burnett 
- Bick, Tulsa 2008.) 

9 . . .  e'd5!? 
In Chapter S the black queen went to aS to 

pin the eS-pawn, and here we see a modified 
version of the same idea. 

10.exf6 
1 0 .ixf6 is nothing to worry about. My 

analysis continues: 1 0  . . .  gxf6 1 1 .exf6 ib7 
1 2 .llldxbS Wes 1 3 .ie2 a6 1 4 .if3 West 
1 S .  'tt>fl lLl c6 1 6 .ixc6 t ixc6 

s z � �!'� � . . . . 
7 � • • • •  , 6 t�1.�r��� �

�
�
er--�� 5 �� ��� . . - -�� �� 4 8 �� · - • � 

3 ���� �� ��M . . . . . :� ��-���"" 2 f� • � 8 �  
, . .f - - . z�1� �� -� 
a b c d e f g h 

1 7 .Wd4 Wxd4 1 8 .lllxd4 ib7 Black is at least 
equal . He is a pawn down for time being, but 
his bishops are excellent and there is a good 
chance that the f6-pawn will fall at some point. 

10 . . .  e'xg5 
In Chapter S Black had to exchange on 

c3 before capturing on g5,  in order to avoid 
a troublesome check on a4. Here there is no 
such check, so we can preserve the important 
dark-squared bishop - though of course the 
drawback is that the b5-pawn is hanging. Let's 
see how these plus and minus points stack up 
against each other. 

8 .i •.i. �. � �.i -�- - - - - '� �� ��-�- - - - ·  7 -�� -�-jJ�.-� 6 m - • 1� � �� "� -- - - - "-5 ��� ��"'//� �� �-- --�� 4 8 � , ;�; - � 3 , , , , ,Y,��?..,, , ;� //,� 
��r�-- - - - '� ��-���-� 2 1� - 1� 8 1� 1 - - - -�-- - - 7.�,=�•:t 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 .i.e2!? 
1 1 .lll dxb5 Wfxf6! 

Surprisingly it looks as though Black can 
allow lll c7t when in fact it is White who has 
to be careful. 
1 1  . . .  0-0! ?  is another interesting option:  
1 2 .Wf3 ( 1 2 .lll c???  We5t 1 3 .ie2 Wxc7-+) 
1 2  . . .  id? 1 3 .Wfxa8 ixb5 1 4.axb5 ?  ( 1 4 .Wxa7 
Wfxf6�) 1 4  . . .  ixc3t 1 5 .bxc3 We5t-+ 

1 2 .lll c?t 'tt>e7 1 3 .ie2 
1 3 .lllxa8?  ixc3t-+ 
1 3 .Wfc2??  Wfe5t 14 .ie2 Wfxc7-+ 
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8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . .aS!? Having the pawn on a5 makes the position a 

It is important to move this pawn so that we bit easier to handle, as Black takes some extra 
can meet if3 with . . .  1"la7-d7. space and avoids having the a6-pawn pinned. 

l l . . .a6 
This move is also playable, for instance: 

1 2 .fXg? Wxg7 1 3 .if3 
Grabbing the long diagonal. 
Both 1 3 .axb5 ib700 and 1 3 .0-0 0-0 
l 4 .axb5 :8d800 look pretty murky. 

1 3  . . .  1"la7 
Threatening . . .  :8d7. 

l 4.axb5 We5t 
1 4  . . .  1"ld7 1 5 .Wa4! is messy. 

1 5 .i;t>fl 
l 5 .Cllde2 1"ld700 

1 5  . . .  1"ld7 1 6.'\Wa4 ic5 1 7.Cllde2 0-000 
The position remains unclear and double­

edged in all these lines. 

12.llidxbS 
I also checked 1 2 .fXg7 Wxg7 1 3 .Cll dxb5 0-0 

1 4 .if3 ( 1 4 .ixc4?!  ib7--+) 1 4  . . .  :8a600 when 
Black has nothing to complain about. 

12 . . .  0-0 13.fx:g7? 
White should prefer 1 3 .if3 1"la6, with a 

likely transposition to the previous note after 
1 4 .fXg7 '\Wxg?oo. 

The text move is an inaccuracy which can be 
exploited by means of: 
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13  .. J�d8! 14.Yfc2 Yfxg2 15J:Ul �c6 16.:Sdl 
.ib7 

Intending . . .  tll e5 ,  when things are becoming 
unpleasant for White's centralized king. 

B2) 8.axb5 cxd4 

9 .'?Mxd4? is an obvious mistake in view of 
9 . . .  '?Mxd4 1 0 .tllxd4 lllxe4+. 

B21) 9 . .txf6 

This was Gelfand's choice. White eliminates 
the f6-knight in order to recapture on d4 with 
the queen without suffering the loss of a pawn 
as in the above variation. 

9 . . .  Yfxf6!? 
This led to defeats for Black in a 1 989 game, 

as well as a cqrrespondence game two decades 
later, but I think it is the best move if followed 
up correctly. 

9 . . .  gxf6 
This was Aronian's choice, and is also 
playable. 

1 0 .Wxd4 tlld7 
1 0  . . .  Wxd4 l 1 .tllxd4 ib7 was played in 

Glek - Sveshnikov, Moscow 1 983,  which 
soon ended in a draw agreement after the 
rather mechanical l 2 .f3 .  Instead, the more 
dynamic 1 2 .ixc4!N ixe4 1 3 .0-0 ib7 
14 .:B:fe l  would have given White good 
chances thanks to his active piece play. 

8 .i � ..... � ;· � � 
-� �� � . . .. 7.� �� '"" 7 . .  J�•!·�·; 6 • . , .  � �� �� . . . . . 7-� 

5 ��-%���� �� 4 · · �t§u'.S U � 
3 

- �- . . '.� . . .. 7.� �� �" -� . . . . .  ,� ��r� ��-� 2 � u 'f[j. f}J 'fJ  " "f"'"� �;-�f:r� ·: 
a b c d e f g h 

l l .'?Mxc4 
l l .ixc4N also looks reasonable for White: 
1 1 . . .ib? ( 1 1 . . . 0-0 1 2 .0-0;!;) 1 2 .0-0 Now 
ixe6 is an idea to watch out for, attacking 
the bishop on b4. (The immediate 1 2 .ixe6? 
doesn't work due to 1 2  . . .  ixc3t 1 3 .bxc3 
fxe6+. )  1 2  . . .  icS 1 3 .'?Md3;!; Black has nice 
bishops, but a pawn is a pawn! 

1 1 . . .icS 1 2.ie2 ib7 1 3 .0-0 :B:c8 14 .'?Md3 
ib6 

1 4  . . .  lll eS ! ?N, forcing the exchange of queens, 
is suggested by Krasenkow. Presumably 
then White should continue 1 5 .tllxe5 fxe5 
1 6 .'?Mg3 '?Mf6 1 7.tll a4 id4 when Black has 
some compensation for the pawn, although 
White's chances still look preferable. 

a b c d e f g h 
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1 5 .:gad l N  
l 5 .tll a4? !  tll c5 1 6.Wxd8t :gxd8 l 7 .tllxc5 
ixc5 1 8 .:gfc l  ib6 was absolutely fine for 
Black in Gelfand - Aronian, Wijk aan Zee 
20 1 4. 
The text move was Krasenkow's suggested 
improvement. His analysis continues: 

l 5 . . .  tll c5 
l 5 . . .  tll e5 ! ?  might be a better try but I doubt 
that it's enough for equality. 

1 6.Wb l We? 1 7.b4 tlld7 1 8 .tll a4t 

Recapturing the queen leads to similar play in 
some respects , but it seems preferable to keep 
the kingside structure intact. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

14 .tllxc4 tlld7 1 5 .id3 tllb6 1 6.tllxb6 axb6 
1 7.�e2 ib7= 

After the text move the c4-pawn is doomed. 
However, with two good bishops and generally 
active pieces, Black has decent compensation 
in the endgame. 

10  . . .  Yfxd4 
It seems a clear improvement for Black to 

keep his kingside pawns in order rather than 
take with . . .  gxf6.  

10 . . .  ib?!?  l 1 .Wxf6 gxf6 was also not so bad for 
Black in Rashkovsky - Arencibia, Eger 1 989.  
However, I don't see the point in allowing our 
kingside structure to be damaged with we can 
just exchange on d4 instead. 

1 1 .tllxd4 
Here I found a useful refinement on a 

correspondence game. 

8 
7 
6 

a b c d e f g h 5 
10.Wxd4 

1 0 .e5 dxc3! is a neat idea: l l .exf6 c2t 
1 2 .Wd2 ixd2t 1 3 .tllxd2 gxf6 

4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1  . . .  .icS!N 

The point of this move is to disrupt White's 
coordination by forcing him to either retreat 
his knight or misplace his rook. 

Compare the game continuation: 1 1 . . .ib? 
1 2 .ixc4 �e7 1 3 .�e2 :gc8 1 4.id3 tlld7 
(Black can regain the pawn with 14 . . .  ixc3 
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1 5 .bxc3 B:xc3 but 1 6.:B:hc l leaves him under 
positional pressure) 1 5 .!!hc l t  White's rooks 
were ideally placed on the queenside and he 
went on to convert his advantage in Semov -
Spasov, corr. 2009. 

12.0-0-0 
1 2 .lll B ib7 1 3 .ixc4 llld7 1 4 .0-0 :B:c8 

1 5 .!!fd l  cj;>e7� gives Black just about enough 
compensation for the pawn. ( 1 5  . . .  ixf2t??  
unfortunately does not work as 1 6. cj;>xf2 :B:xc4 
1 7 .!!xd?! wins a piece.) 

1 2 .:B:d l cj;>e7 1 3 .ixc4 ib7 1 4 .�e2 :B:c8� is 
decent compensation. Compared with the 
Semov - Spasov game, White's rooks are not 
so well placed. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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a b c d e f g h 
12 ••• a6! 

It is worth swapping off White's doubled 
pawn in order to open lines towards his king. 

13 . .bc4 axb5 14.hbSt ©e7 
Followed by . . .  ib7 and . . .  !!c8 , when the 

open lines on the queenside offer Black 
excellent compensation. 

B22) 9.tlixd4 

8 i. • ..i.J �- � �· 7 �,,,,, ;� , , , , ,%� ,_,, 
6 '•··!• '• �� �� . . . . . .  W(:r 5 ����;'//�WA �WA 4 • • ��ZJ: 8 m � 
3 �,,,, ,y�,, , , , ,- �-
2 7��/,, , , , ,-��8� 
1 � . .  

, , %� -l;'iJ:R: 
a b c d e f g h 

9 • . •  h6!?N 
After looking at this position for a while I 

thought this move looked interesting, putting 
the question to the bishop and asking White to 
clarify his intentions. 

9 . . .  e5? !  1 0 .lll c2± was unpleasant for Black in 
the stem game, Chernikov - Shereshevski, 
Belarus 1 983.  

9 . . .  Wb6 I O.ixf6 gxf6 1 I .ixc4 0-0 1 2 .0-0 is 
also not to my liking, Portych - Spasov, corr. 
20 1 0 . 

IO.J.xf6 
I O .ih4?! g5 1 I .ig3 lllxe4+ can hardly be 

a good idea for White, but he has two other 
ideas which are worth considering: 

1 0 .b6!? is a tricky move, setting up Wa4t ideas, 
but it doesn't promise White an advantage: 
1 0  . . .  hxg5 1 1 .Wa4t ( 1  I .!!xa7?!  is creative but 
not that strong: l 1 . . .Wxb6! 1 2 .!!xa8 0-0 
1 3 .ixc4 ib7 offers Black a great initiative 
for the material) 1 1 . . .lllbd? 1 2 .Wxb4 Wxb6 
1 3 .llldb5 lllc5 ( 1 3  . . .  lllg4! ?  14 .llld6t cj;>fg 
1 5 .Wxb6 lllxb6 1 6 .lllxc4 lllxc4 1 7 .ixc4 
�e7=) 1 4 .Wxc4 0-0= 
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1 0.i.e3! ?  lllxe4 l 1 .Wf c2 
Now Black must choose whether to return 
the extra pawn or try and hang on to it. 

l 1 . . .llld6! 
1 1 . . .i.b? does not equalize: 1 2 .i.xc4 Wfc7 
( 1 2  . . .  i.xc3t 1 3 .bxc3 Wfc7 14 .i.d3) 1 3 .0-0! 
lllxc3 1 4 .bxc3 Wfxc4 1 5 .cxb4 Wfd5 1 6.f3 0-0 
l 7 .:!'!a5;!; Black is under pressure in this line; 
so if he is going to be on the defensive, he 
may as well do it with an extra pawn in the 
bank! 

a b c d e f g h 

1 2 .i.e2 i.b7 1 3 .0-0 0-0 1 4 .:!'!fd l  Wfe7� 
White has good compensation for the pawn 

but Black remains solid enough. 

10 . . .  �xf6 1 1 .hc4 
White bags a pawn but Black has two strong 

bishops and easy development. 

1 1 . . .  0-0 12.0-0 i.b7! 
I started by looking at 1 2  . . .  :!'!d8, which seems 

obvious, but found 1 3 .Wb3 i.c5 1 4 .lll c6! 
(rather than 14 .lll f3 ? !  lll d7, when Black has 
great compensation) to be slighdy annoying. 
I analysed this in more detail and found that 
Black's position was still playable, but it is 
better not to go down this path at all. 

The text move is more prudent, covering the 
c6-square to prevent White's plan. 

13.�b3 

This looks sensible although White has some 
other options. 

1 3 .:!'!a4 :!'!d8 1 4.:!'!xb4 :!'!xd4 1 5 .Wff3 Wfxf3 
1 6.gxS llld7 1 7.:!'!d l lll e5 1 8 .:!'!xd4 lllxf3t 
1 9 .lt>g2 lllxd4 with a roughly equal endgame. 

1 3 .lllde2 :!'!d8 14 .Wfb3 Wfe7 1 5 .:!'!fd l  llld7 
Black develops his last piece and intends to put 
the knight on b6 or e5 to harassing the enemy 
bishop. For example: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 6 .lllg3 lll e5 1 7.i.e2 i.d600 With . . .  lll g6-f4 
and . . .  Wfg5 to come. 

1 3 .Wa4 a5! 1 4.bxa6 ( 1 4.:!'!fd l  llld7�) 
1 4  . . .  lllxa6 
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14.tllB 
This is the obvious move, and it occurred in 

one of my blitz games earlier this year. 

1 4 .ttJxe6! ?  fxe6 1 5 .ixe6t �h8 1 6.idS 'We700 
is an unclear alternative. 

14 . . .  tlld7i 
I think Black has enough compensation 

here. The game was only a blitz encounter, but 
I will show a few more moves for illustrative 
purposes. 

15Jfadl �Uds 16.t£ia4 if8 
1 6  .. J'�ac8 ! ?  is the computer's idea; 1 7 .tlJxcS 

tlJxcS 1 8 .E:xd8t 'Wxd8 l 9 .'We3 tlJxe4= would 
be a logical continuation .  

17.ti°e3 tllb6!? 18.t£ixb6 axb6 

The text move is the only way to keep White's 
material advantage, but it hands Black the 
initiative. 

19 ... .icS 20.ti°e2 ti°f4i 
White was under pressure in ercoleiaccone -

Antidrome, Internet 20 16 .  

Conclusion 

6 . . .  bS ! ?  is an interesting way to get a complex 
position without much established theory. 7.eS 
gives Black an improved version of a Botvinnik 
Semi-Slav because his light-squared bishop will 
be actively placed on b7, without a pawn on 
c6 blocking its view. 7.a4 is the critical move, 
hoping to provoke . . .  c6 . Instead I recommend 
the rare but interesting 7 . . .  c5 ! ? ,  when the main 
line usually leads to positions where White 
wins a pawn but Black gets good compensation 
in the form of the bishop pair and active 
pieces. Overall I would say 6 . . .  b5 ! ?  could be 
worth having in your repertoire if you enjoy 
unbalanced and complicated positions. It also 
has some practical benefits, as it avoids heavy 
theory while presenting White with complex 
and unfamiliar problems early in the game. 



PART III 

5.�a4t 



Introduction to 5 .YNa4t 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tllf'3 tllf6 4.tll c3 .ib4 5.ti°a4t 
This move has developed over the years from a sideline into one of the main attempts by top 

players to challenge the Ragozin. White includes chis check in order to force Black's knight to go 
to c6, where it gets in the way of the . . .  c5 pawn break. 

5 . . .  tll c6 

8 
7 

6 
5 

4 
3 

2 

1 
a c e 

6.e3 
This is White's main try, defending the c4-pawn and aiming for simple development and a 

small edge. 

Before discussing other options, let us note chat 6 .cxd5 exd5 converts to 5 . cxd5 exd5 6.'Wa4t 
lll c6, as covered in variation D of Chapter 3 .  

Chapter 8 will deal with minor options such as 6.a3 and 6.lll e5 ,  neither of  which i s  any real 
problem for Black. 

6.i.g5 is more interesting, when 6 . . .  dxc4! is consistent with our strategy of grabbing the c4-pawn 
when given the chance. This position can also be reached via the 5 .i.g5 dxc4 6.'Wa4t lllc6 move 
order, so it's important to know it. We will analyse it fully in variation C of Chapter 8. For now, 
I will mention a brief excerpt from a high-profile game: 7.a3 i.xc3t 8 .bxc3 
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8 � �.t�• � �.i 
7 :� �W�, '\8 �W�l& A% A ;{A% - - �- -
6 , ,%u'iul-" ' %� 
5 � �� ��'/ ,� 
4 -lu!��-,,J� 
3 � � -CZJ� 
2 ;,u� ;,u!�!� 

m ;,;� ;,;��•: 
a b c d e f g h 

8 . . .  \Wd5 !  9 .�xf6 gxf6 1 0 .ll'ld2 b5 Black 
already has a comfortable game, and White 
will struggle to demonstrate compensation for 
the pawn. Aronian had no problems holding 
the draw against Topalov, which secured him 
first place in the tournament, but he could 
certainly have played for the full point if he 
had wanted to. 

6 . . .  0-0 

8 
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6 
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a c d e g 
We have reached an important branching 

point. White's options are as follows: 

The sidelines 7.h3 and 7.a3 (along with the 
inferior 7 .�d3?! and 7.�e2) will be looked at 
in the final part of Chapter 8 .  

7.'1Wc2!? i s  a modern try, improving the queen 
and waiting for . . .  dxc4 so that the bishop 
can recapture in one go. In Chapter 9 I start 
by giving some background information on 
7 . . .  dxc4 8.hc4 id6, before presenting two 
superior options in 7 .. .  E:e8!? and 7 .. .  id6!?, 
the latter being my main recommendation .  

7.id2 i s  White's most popular choice. This 
time I suggest clarifying the central structure 
with 7 . . .  dxc4 8.ixc4 id6, intending . . .  e5 
with active play in the centre. This will be 
discussed fully in Chapter 1 0 .  



Chapter 8 
a b c d e f g h 

6th & 7th Move Alternatives 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlif3 tlif6 4.tli c3 .ih4 s.Y*l'a4t tlic6 

A) 6.a3 
B) 6.tli e5 
C) 6 . .ig5 dxc4! 

Cl)  7.e4 
C2) 7.a3 
C3) 7.e3 .id7 8.Y*l'c2 h5 

C3 1)  9.a4 
C32) 9.a3 

D) 6.e3 0-0 
Dl )  7.h3 
D2) 7.a3 hc3t 8.bxc3 tli e4 

D21)  9 . .id3 
D22) 9.Y*l'c2 

173 
174 
177 
177 
178 
180 
1 8 1  
182 
1 83 
184 
1 85 
1 86 
187 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.�c3 i.b4 
5.°1Wa4t �c6 

In this chapter we will look at A) 6.a3, 
B) 6.tll e5 and C) 6.i.g5, followed by a few 
sidelines after the most common D) 6.e3. 

6.cxd5 exd5 has already been analysed via the 
5 .cxd5 exd5 move order - see variation D of 
Chapter 3 on page 62. 

6 .id2 0-0 
6 . . .  id7 has scored amazingly well for Black, 
but 7.Wic2 0-0 8 .e3 transposes to a 6 .e3 
variation which lies outside of our repertoire. 

7.a3 
7 .e3 converts to Chapter 1 0 . 
The text move was played in Wirig - Spassov, 
Sautron 2009, where Black retreated the 
bishop to e7. I would prefer to play in the 
style of Chapter 9, variation C, with: 

7 . . .  id6N 

8 .c5 

8 7 6 5 4 3 2 
a b c d e f g h 

8.e3 dxc4 9 .ixc4 e500 gives Black a slightly 
improved version of the Chapter 1 0 , as 
a2-a3 is hardly the most useful way for 
White to spend a tempo. 

8 . . .  ie7 9 .e3 �e4 1 0 .Wic2 f5 1 l .id3 id7 
1 2 .0-0 a500 

Black has a decent version of a Stonewall; the 
c4-c5 advance has taken the pressure off the 
centre, and Black can follow up by transferring 
either his queen or his bishop to h5 .  

A) 6.a3 hc3t 7.bxc3 0-0 

7 . . .  .!ll e4 is a good alternative, cutting out 
the ig5 pins at source. Here are a few brief 
examples: 8 .ib2 (8 .if4 0-0 9 .Wic2 b6 1 0 .cxd5 
exd5 1 l .e3 g5 1 2 .ig3 if500 I.:Ami - Vishnu, 
Hoogeveen 20 1 5) 8 . . .  .!lld6 9 .e3 dxc4 1 0 .ixc4 
.!llxc4 1 l .Wfxc4 Wid5 1 2 .We2 llla5 1 3 .0-0 Wc4 
14 .Wc2 Wib3= Buhmann - Landa, Haguenau 
20 1 3 . 

8.i.g5 
8 .e3 transposes to variation 02. 

8 . . .  h6 9.i.h4 i.d7 10.cxd5 exd5 1 1 .e3 

12.i.g3 �e4 13.°1Wb3!?N 
White should try to improve on the 

following game: 1 3 .id3?! lll e5 14 .Wc2 .!llxd3t 
1 5 .Wxd3 if5 1 6 .Wb5 
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8 
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6 
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2 

a b c d e f g h 

1 6  . . .  hS!Nt With some initiative for Black. 
(Instead after 1 6  . . .  Wfd7 1 7.Wxb7 1'!ab8 1 8 .Wa6 
:!'!b6 1 9 .Wfa5 c5 20.0-0 :!'!b5 2 1 .Wi'a6 :!'!b6 
22 .Wa5 :!'!b5 23.Wf a6 :!'!b6 24.Wf a5 the players 
agreed a draw in Topalov - Aronian, Stavanger 
[blitz] 20 1 6. )  

The text move looks more to the point, but 
Black can get an interesting position with the 
help of a pawn sacrifice. 

13 ... .tf5 I4.Wxb7 
1 4  .ie2 tLl a5 t 

15  .•. c6m 
Black has decent compensation, with a lead 

in development and . . .  h5 on the cards. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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B) 6.t!e5 

a b c d e f g h 

Max Illingworth produced some excellent 
ChessPublishing notes on this variation, and I 
have referenced some of his ideas and analysis 
below. 

6 . . .  i.d7 
6 . . .  a5 ! ?  

This is the top suggestion of the engines, 
as Max points out. It looks outrageous 
but White does not seem to have a way to 
exploit it. 

7 .tlixc6 
7.a3 ixc3t 8 .bxc3 0-0 9 .tlixc6 bxc6 
transposes to the line below. 
7 .ig5 0-0 8 .e3 (White should probably 
prefer 8 .tlixc6N bxc6 9 .e3 c5 1 0 .a3 ixc3t 
l l .bxc3 , when l 1 . . .  h6 looks roughly equal, 
while 1 1 . .  .ia6!? transposes to the final 
position after l l .e3 c5! in the line below) 
Now in Fedorov - Akchelov, Novokuznetsk 
1 998,  Black could have utilized some simple 
tactics by means of 8 . . .  tlixe5!  9 .dxe5 Wf d7! 
1 0 .Wc2 tlie4, with a fine position.  

7 . . .  bxc6 8 .a3N 
8.Wxc6t?? id7 9 .Wi'b7 tlie4 wins for Black. 
8 .ig5 has been played, but 8 . . .  0-0 transposes 
to 7.ig5 0-0 8 .tlixc6 bxc6 as covered above. 

8 . . .  ixc3t 9 .bxc3 0-0 1 0 .ig5 ia6 1 1 .e3 c5!00 
With roughly equal chances. 
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7.tllxd7 
7.tllxc6 

This is White's other try but it's not a serious 
one. 

7 . . .  hc3t 8 .bxc3 ixc6 9 .Wfb3 dxc4 1 0 .Wxc4 
tll e4! 

An important move to remember, 
sidestepping any ig5 pin. Already I prefer 
Black, for instance: 

l l .if4 
l l .ie3 Wh4+ is the same thing with one less 
move played. 
l l . f3 ?  Wh4t wins material. 

l 1 . . .Wf6 1 2 .ie3 Wh4 1 3 .Wd3 
1 3 .h3 0-0 1 4 .E:gl id5 1 5 .Wd3 c5+ was also 
excellent for Black in Shevelev - Mitkov, 
Paris 1 993.  

a b c d e f g h 

1 3  . . .  0-0-0 
1 3  . . .  0-0! ?  is also good, for example: 1 4 .g3 
( 1 4.Wc2 tlld6+) 1 4  . . .  WhS 1 5 .ig2? tll c5-+ 

1 4 .Wc2 tlld6 1 5 .Wcl f6+ 
Dumpor - Palac, Rijeka 200 1 .  

7 . . .  tllxd7!? 
7 . . .  Wxd7 is more common but I like the 

idea of transferring the knight to b6. It is also 
Illingworth's top choice. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

8.cxd5 

a b c d e f g h 

8 .e3? !  tll b6 9.Wfb3 dxc4 1 0 .i.xc4 tllxc4 
1 I .Wfxc4 Wd5 1 2 .WfxdS ixc3t 1 3 .bxc3 
exd5+ reached a dream endgame for Black in 
Schoene - Luther, Osterburg 2006; the knight 
will come to c4 and dominate White's bishop. 

s ... tllb6 9.�b5 Wxd5!? 
This has only been tried in a single game so 

far, but it's an active choice which I believe 
deserves to be more popular. Illingworth is also 
a fan of it. 

9 . . .  tllxd5 has been the usual choice but I don't 
fully trust Black's position.  A recent example 
continued: 1 0 .id2 a6 1 1 .Wf d3 ia5 1 2 .a3 e5 
1 3 .dxeS tllxc3 1 4 .ixc3 Wxd3 1 5 .exd3 ixc3t 
1 6 .bxc3 tllxe5;1; Hayrapetyan - Pashikian, 
Yerevan 20 1 6. 

9 . . .  a6! ?  1 0 .Wf d3 Wxd5 is similar to our main 
line. After 1 1 .a3, in Granero Roca - Halkias, 
Benidorm 2009, it would have been interesting 
to try: 
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a b c d e f g h 

l l . . . .ixc3t!?N 1 2 .bxc3 f5! White's long-term 
advantage of the bishop pair is countered by 
his awkwardness in development and Black's 
control over the light squares . 

9 . . .  exd5 ! ?  
Max mentions that this move leads to a 
pleasant structure for White, but it seems to 
me that Black's lead in development makes 
up for it. 

1 0 .a3!?N 
1 O .e3 occurred in Filippov - Zvjaginsev, 
Elista 1 997. I propose 1 0  . . .  WfgS !?N l l .g3 
Wff5 1 2  . .ig2 a6 1 3 .Wfe2 0-0-0 1 4 .0-0 
h5 1 5 .a3 .ixc3 1 6 .bxc3 :gde8 when the 
position is unclear but not worse for 
Black. 

a b c d e f g h 

1 0  . . .  ixc3t 1 l .bxc3 0-0 1 2 .g3 
1 2  . .if4 Vfie7 is promising for Black, as White 
can't play e2-e3 due to . . .  g5 and . .  . f5-f4.  

12 . . .  a6 1 3 .Wid3 tLla5= 

Black's grip over the c4-square leaves him in 
good stead. 

10.e3 
I also considered: 1 O.Wixb4! ?  tLixb4 1 l .tDxd5 

tD6xd5 1 2 .�d2 0-0-0 1 3 .e3 

8 
'0 �-)m� ��-J,, , , 1 � i E  • i r� i  , , , , , %�_ , , , , , %···,,, , , %� 6 �� �� 

-� 
: �.�A�� �� 3 ',, , , , , ;� , , , , , %��� 
��-� ��-J,'-, , - ��-� ��-� 2 A �{ff� :�· �(if� A �ff< O r.Oz z z iOz O iO 1 g{""%-,,, %� :r� -: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3  . . .  e5 !  1 4 .a3 tLic6 1 5 .dxe5 tLixe5 1 6 .\t>c2 
:ghe8= The position is balanced, as White lacks 
the development to make use of his bishops. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
10  . . .  0-0-0!N 

1 0  . . .  a6 was rather slow in Stremavicius -
Michelle, Panevezys 20 1 6. 

I also considered 1 0  . . .  eS ! ?N, but found that 
1 l .a3! ( 1  l .Vfixd5 tLixd5 1 2  . .id2 0-0-0 1 3 .a3 
exd4! 1 4.axb4 tlJ dxb4 1 5 .:ga4 dxc3 1 6  . .ixc3 
a5 1 7  .ixg7 :ghe8 ends up roughly equal) 
1 l . . . .ixc3t 1 2 .bxc3 Vfie6 1 3 .ie2 0-0 14 .0-0 
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gives White chances for an edge due to his 
bishop pair and strong centre. 

The text move is suggested by Illingworth, 
who gives the following important detail: 

1 1 .a3 .L:c3t 12.bxc3 tlia5!= 
Black has decent chances thanks to his 

control over the c4-square and White's 
difficulties completing development without 
exchanging queens. 

C) 6 . .ig5 

a b c d e f g h 
6 . . .  dxc4! 

A familiar concept, switching to a Vienna. 
Other options are too passive for my taste; 
besides, we need to know this position in 
case White follows 5 . .ig5 dxc4 with 6 .'Wa4t, 
forcing 6 . . .  c!lic6, when the present position is  
on the board. 

White has three main options : Cl) 7.e4, 
C2) 7.a3 and C3) 7.e3. 

Cl) 7.e4 .id7 

Unpinning the knight and threatening 
. . .  ll'lxd4. 

8.Yfc2 h6 9 . .id2 
Despite first appearances, 9 . .ixf6?!  fails to 

win back the pawn due to Black's pressure on 
the d4-pawn. 9 . . .  Wxf6 1 0 .e5 'Wf4 l 1 .:!::1d l  b5+ 
Li Ruofan - Krush, Khanty-Mansiysk 20 1 2 . 

9 . . .  b5! 10.c!lixb5 
Another game continued 1 0  . .ie2 a6 1 1 .0-0 

0-0 1 2 .:!::1ad l :!::1e8 1 3  . .if4, and now Black 
came up with a nice idea: 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 3  . . .  .ic8! Preparing to put the bishop on its 
ideal square. 1 4 .a4 .ixc3 1 5 .bxc3 .ib7 1 6 .:!::1fe l 
ll'le7 1 7  . .ifl lt'ig6 1 8  . .ic l 'Wc8 1 9  . .ia3 ll'ld7 
20.h4 c5 2 1 .:!::1b l  Wc7+ White was unable to 
prove his compensation in Krasenkow - Wells, 
Ohrid 200 1 .  

10  . . .  hd2t 
The point of Black's play is that both of 

White's possible recaptures have certain 
drawbacks. 

1 1 .tlixd2 
1 1 .'Wxd2 does not help: 1 1 . . .ll'lxe4 1 2 .Wf4 

ll'l d6 1 3 .ll'lxd6t cxd6 1 4 .Wxd6?! (White 
should settle for 14 . .ixc4 'Wa5t+ as in Tanti 
- Seiler, email 20 1 1 )  1 4  . . .  Wa5t 1 5 .ll'ld2 c3 
1 6 .bxc3 'Wxc3 1 7 .:!::1d l  All this happened 
in the old game Vidmar - Bogoljubow, Bad 
Nauheim 1 936, when 1 7  . . .  ll'lxd4!N would 
have been crushing. 
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The text move is more dynamic, and should 
lead to a favourable endgame for Black after: 

14.lllxbS axbS 15 .YlYcS YlYd6 16.YlYxd6 cxd6 
17.i.d3 llld7 

8 
7 
6 
5 

a b c d e f g h 4 
1 1  .•• a6 12.lll a3 3 

Black is also doing well after: 
1 2 .ll\c3 ll\xd4 1 3 .Wfd l c5 1 4 .ll\xc4 

1 4  . .ixc4 .ic6 1 5 .0-0 0-0 1 6 .f3 Wfb6 1 7 .b3 
E:fd8 1 8 .E:f2 E:d7 1 9 .ll\fl a5+ lruzubieta 
Villaluenga - C. Horvath, Lisbon 200 1 .  

1 4  . . .  0-0 1 5  . .id3 .ib5 1 6.0-0 

8 i. � � i ��-� 
%� ,, , , , /,� . . . . . v.�f% 

: !���!M�. 
5 �,�� .... . . : . . . . . . 
4 �-�-�- �� 
3 ��I'� �� 
2 ,� . . . . .  :.��,� 

. . :f· . . %�'•'m .. . . 
a b c d e f g h 

1 6  . . .  E:a7!N 
Heading for d7. 16 . . .  llld??! 1 7.Wfh5 E:b8 
1 8 .b3 .ixc4 19 . .ixc4 Wff6 was only equal in 
Shchekachev - Feller, Paris 20 1 0 . 

1 7 .e5 llld5 1 8 .ll\d6 Wg5+ 
White is under unpleasant pressure. 

12 . . .  tlixd4 13.YlYxc4 i.bS! 
1 3  . . .  e5 14 .Wfc5 .ie6 1 5 .E:cl llld7 1 6 .Wfxc7 

.ixa2 1 7.Wfxd8t 'kt>xd8 1 8  . .ic4 .ixc4 l 9 .lll axc4 
'kt>e7 was equal in Malakhov - Alekseev, 
Kaliningrad 20 1 5 . 

2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
18.tlif3 tlixf3t 19.gxf3 @e7 20.@e2 ghc8 
21 .a3 lll c5i 

Malaniuk - Beliavsky, Odessa 1 989. 

C2) 7.a3 hc3t 8.bxc3 

White hopes to benefit from the bishop pair 
and the additional support for the d4-pawn, 
but in the meantime Black can secure his extra 
pawn with: 
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8 . . .  'ilYd5! 9.Lf6 gxf6 10.tlld2 
White has also tried: 

1 0 .'Wc2 lll a5 
10 . . .  f5 also looks sensible. l l .g3 b6 1 2 .ig2 
ib7 1 3 .0-0 0-0-0 1 4 .Eife l  was the 
continuation of Olszewski - Wojtaszek, 
Germany 20 1 5 , when 1 4  . . .  lll a5!N would 
have been most accurate, with similar play to 
the Howell - Hawkins game quoted below. 

l l .e4 
l l .g3? !  is too slow, and l l . . .  b6 1 2 .ig2 ib7 
1 3 .0-0 0-0-0 1 4 .Eia2 f5+ left Black clearly 
ahead in Howell - Hawkins, Aberystwyth 
20 1 4  - a crucial game during the 20 1 4  
British Championships, which ended with 
these two players sharing the tide. 

l l . . .'Wc6 1 2 .ie2 b6 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3 .d5 ! ?  
White can play more patiently with 1 3 .llld2 
ib7 1 4 .if3 0-0-0, but I am not convinced 
that he can claim full compensation for the 
pawn in that case. 

1 3  . . .  'Wc5 
This was played in the only game from this 
position, and it's a good practical choice. 
1 3  . . .  exd5!?N also leads to some advantage 
for Black if followed up correctly. 

1 4 .0-0 id? 1 5 .dxe6 fxe6 1 6 .e5 f5 1 7 .lllg5 
Eig8 

l 7 . . .  lll b3!?N is the computer's top choice, 
based on some tactical points which you can 
delve into if you wish. The game continuation 

is also fine though, and is easier for a human 
player to understand. 

l 8 .ih5t rJJe7 l 9 .'Wd2 
So far Black has done more or less everything 
right, but here a big improvement is needed. 
The right way is: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 9  . . .  ic6!N 
19 . . .  'Wxe5? 20.Eiad l gave White too much 
activity in Markus - Vallejo Pons, Dresden 
2007. 1 9  . . .  lll b3? 20 .'Wf4! lllxa l 2 1 .Eidl ! !  
also gives White a decisive attack. 

20.lllf3 
20 .if3?  h6 wins immediately. 
20 .'Wf4 ixg2! 2 1 .�xg2 h6 22.h4 lll c6+ also 
leaves White in big trouble. 

20 . . .  ixf3 2 l .ixf3 Eiad8 22.'Wf4 
22 .'Wh6 runs into 22 . . .  'Wxe5 .  

22 . . .  �d?+ 
Black keeps some advantage, as Krasenkow 

points out. He still has an extra pawn, and is 
finally ready to complete his artificial castling 
on the queenside. 

Returning to the main line, the text move was 
Topalov's choice against Aronian in the final 
round of the 20 1 5  Sinquefield Cup in Saint 
Louis. The former World Champion needed to 
win to climb up the rankings, whereas Aronian 
only required a draw to secure outright first. 
Black's set-up passed the test convincingly, as 
Topalov failed to make any impact, despite 
having obviously prepared for this opening. 



1 80 Pare III - Ragozin 5 .'\Wa4t 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
10 . . .  b5 1 1 .'1Wc2 a6 12.e4 '1Wd7 

I was watching this game live and remember 
Aronian was playing quickly while looking 
totally relaxed, despite the enormity of the 
game, so he clearly has full confidence in 
Black's set-up. 

13.g3 i.b7 14.i.g2 tlle7 15.0-0 0-0 16.E:fdl 
White places his rook opposite Black's queen 

and prepares lt:lfl -e3. 

17 . . .  c5 
Black gets ready to swap off one of his 

doubled pawns . White is clearly struggling to 
demonstrate compensation. 

18.axb5 axb5 19.tllf3 '1Wc7 20.E:abl  f5 
21 .exf5 �x5 22.E:xb5 i.xf3 23.i.xf.3 cxd4 
24.'i;Ycl 

a b c d e f g h 
24 . . .  dxc3 

This leads to a draw, and thus was a suitable 
choice for Aronian to secure first place in the 
tournament. 

If Black had wanted to play more ambitiously, 
both 24 . . .  �h8+ and 24 . . .  h6+ would have 
sufficed. 

25.gx5 E:xdl t 26 . .ixdl exf5 27.'i;Yg5t= 
The players agreed a draw after a few more 

checks in Topalov - Aronian, Saint Louis 
20 1 5 . 

C3) 7.e3 

White secures the d4-pawn and opens a path 
for the fl -bishop, but we are going to make 
it as difficult as possible for him to recapture 
on c4. 
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8.Wfc2 b5 
White has two main ways to force the play 

on the queenside: C31) 9.a4 and C32) 9.a3. 

9 .ie2 
This developing move has also been played, 
and gives Black a choice: 

9 . . .  a6 
9 . . .  �b8 is similar. After 1 0 .0-0 h6 l 1 .ih4 
ie7 1 2 .�ad l the game was strangely agreed 
drawn in Polak - Krejci, Vsetin 20 1 5 , but 
obviously the main battle lies ahead. 
9 . . .  h6?! was my choice in a blitz game but 
it's inaccurate due to : 1 0 .ixf6! ( 1  O .ih4 
a6 1 1 .0-0 ie7 was good for Black in 
MWeston - Antidrome, Internet 20 1 6) 
1 0  . . .  gxf6 (the problem is that 1 0  . . .  Wfxf6 
runs into l l .a4 when Black cannot defend 
with . . .  a6) 1 1 .0-0 With good compensation 
for White, Malmstroem - Riepe, email 
2002. 

1 0 .0-0 
1 0 .a4 transposes to variation C3 1 below. 

1 0  . . .  ie7 1 1 .�fd l  
Another premature draw agreement occurred 
here in Genov - Sulava, France 2009. The 
obvious continuation would be: 

1 1 . . . 0-0 

Both sides have their chances, but I would 
prefer Black with the extra pawn. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
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C31) 9.a4 a6 

a b c d e f g h 
IO.J.e2 J.e7 

1 0  . . .  �b8! ?  was my solution in an internet 
blitz game: 1 1 .0-0 h6 1 2 .ih4 0-0 1 3 .lLie5 
( 1 3 .axb5 axb5 1 4 .l2Je4 ie7 1 5 .lLixf6t ixf6 
1 6 .ixf6 Wfxf6+) 1 3  . . .  ie? 1 4 .f4 

a b c d e f g h 

1 4  . . .  l2Jb4 ( 1 4  . . .  l2Jd5 !  would have been even 
better: 1 5 .ixe? '1Mfxe7 1 6 .'1Mfd2 lLixe5 l 7 .fxe5 
ic6 1 8 .if3 lLixc3 1 9 .bxc3 ixf3 20.�xf3 
b4+) 1 5 .Wfd l lLibd5 1 6.Wfc l c5+ lsokol -
Antidrome, Internet 20 1 5 . 

1 1 .0-0 
l l .axb5 axb5 1 2 .�xa8 Wfxa8 1 3 .lLixb5? !  

doesn't work due to 1 3  . . .  Wfa l t 14 .id l '1Wa5t 
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l 5 .tll c3 tllb4+ followed by a nasty check on d3. 

13 ... Lf<i 14.c!lle4 fi.e7 15.b3 c!llb4 16.'Wb2 
Black's play can be improved by means of: 

8 �� �- � �.i 
7 , , , , ,v,mr�rm,, 
6 �� - "� •� "� 

�� �� �w 
s ��l���n��� �� 4 �• i w�et:J- � 
3 ��"� , , , , , %�et:J,-�:{•' ' ' ·�� , , , , ,%�r� ��,� 2 � m�w� � w� 1 �,, , , ,%-�Sim"" 

a b c d e f g h 
16 •.• cxb3N 

1 6  . . .  .ic6?!  allows 1 7 .dS !  and suddenly 
White is causing problems: 1 7  . . .  exdS 1 8 .Wxg7 
�f8 1 9 .�fd l i  Cmilyte - Kosteniuk, Beij ing 
(rapid) 20 1 3 .  There is no point in allowing this 
sort of thing. 

17.'Wxb3 c!lldSm 

White has some compensation but, with 
an extra pawn and two bishops, it is hard to 
believe that Black can be worse. 

C32) 9.a3 

This move was tried against me in the 20 1 6  
British Championship. 

9 . . . .L::c3t 10.bxc3 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
Here I applied the lesson learned from 

the blitz game referred to in the earlier note 
on 9 . .ie2. This time I wanted to play . . .  h6 
but appreciated that after .ixf6 I would not 
be able to recapture with the queen due to 
the annoying a3-a4 break, when . . .  a6 would 
not work due to the undefended rook on a8. 
Therefore the right approach is to shore up the 
queenside before playing . . .  h6 - but I suggest a 
slight refinement over my choice in the game. 

10 . . .  a6!N 
1 o . . .  �b8 1 1 .a4 a6 was the game continuation. 

The text move is marginally more accurate. 
The difference could come into play if White 
decides not to attack b5 with a3-a4. In that case, 
Black may wish to deploy the rook on d8 rather 
than b8. He might even consider rerouting the 
bishop from d7 to b7, like in the Krasenkow -
Wells game referenced on page 1 77. In either 



Chapter 8 - 6th & 7th Move Alternatives 1 83 

of these scenarios, having a pawn on a6 will be 
more useful than the rook on b8. 

l l .a4 :Sb8 
We are now back in the game. 

12.l£ie5 h6 13.l£ixd7 'ilYxd7 14 • .lxfG gxf6 

16.0-0 l£ie7 17.axb5 axb5 18.f3?! 
1 8 .if3 is a better try, although White will 

certainly not be getting his pawn back anytime 
soon. 

18 ... c5 19JUdl 'ilYc7 

a b c d e f g h 

20.'ilYd2 0-0 21 .e4 cxd4 22.'ilYxd4 :Sfd8i 
White did not have enough compensation for 

the pawn in Osborne - R. Pert, Bournemouth 
20 1 6. 

D) 6.e3 0-0 

8 � �j), .. J -· 
1 � • r� � • m •  6 . . . . .  %� �� ..... . %� 
5 l!J� T� ,, l!J 
4 1�!�1!J·l!J� 
3 � ,·� ·��-�w-�· - - · · ;� �- - - - �w·% �w-� 2 �,�W<;��ra-J�j�!j 
1 -� � m..t� � 

a b c d e f g h 
In this, the final section of the chapter, 

we will begin our study of the main line of 
the 5 .'Wa4t variation. In the following two 
chapters we will analyse the two main options 
of 7 .°Wc2 and 7 .id2. Before then, we will deal 
with the relatively minor options of DI)  7.h3 
and 02) 7.a3 .  

7.id3?! has been tried by a few strong players 
but it makes no sense, as 7 . . .  dxc4 8 .ixc4 id6 
simply leaves White a tempo down on Chapter 
1 0 , as his bishop is on cl instead of d2 . 

7.ie2 also fails to impress : 7 . . .  dxc4 8 .a3 
(8.ixc4 transposes to the note above) 8 . . .  id6 

a b c d e f g h 
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9.Wfxc4N (9 .ixc4?!  gave White an even worse 
version of the standard position in Hilverda -
Bluebaum, Berlin [blitz] 20 1 5 , as he has lost a 
tempo with the light-squared bishop and played 
a weird a2-a3 move. After 9 . . .  e5 Black is already 
fighting for the initiative.) The text move seems 
more consistent with White's previous play, but 
Black is still fine after something like: 9 . . .  e5 
1 0 .d5 &i:Je7 1 1 .0-0 h6 1 2 .e4 c6 1 3 .dxc6 llJxc6 
14 .ie3 ie6 1 5 .Wfd3 Wfe7= 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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DI)  7.h3 

a b c d e f g h 
This strange-looking move has been tried by 

a few top players who are looking for a different 
kind of waiting move while holding on for 
. . .  dxc4, ixc4. Black has several ways to handle 
the position, as evidenced by the fact that 
the five grandmaster games have all featured 
different responses from the second player. 
My instinct is to try to strike in the centre as 
quickly as possible in order co highlight the 
slowness of White's last move. With that in 
mind, I would like to recommend: 

7 .. .  i.d7!? 
Threatening . . .  llJxd4 - and when White 

retreats his queen, Black will follow up with 
. . .  llJ e7 followed by a quick . . .  c5 .  

Of the four other options to have been tried, 
the most interesting is: 

7 . . .  e5 ! ?  
Trying co rip open the centre before White 
can finish developing. I have included pare 
of the game, along with a few notes to serve 
as the basis for further investigation. 

a b c d e f g h 
8 .dxe5 

8 .llJxe5 ! ?N also leads to double-edged play: 
8 . . .  ixc3t 9 .bxc3 llJxe5 1 0 .dxe5 llJ e4 l l .cxd5 
( l  l .Wfc2 Wfg5 1 2 .cxd5 Wfxe5 1 3 .id3 Wfxc3t 
1 4 .Wfxc3 llJxc3 1 5 .ia3 l'!e8=) 1 1 . . .Wfxd5 
1 2 .Wf d4 Wf c@ 

8 . . .  llJ e4 9.Wf c2 if5 1 0 .id3 ia5 1 l .a3 ig6 
1 2 .b4!? 

1 2 .0-0 &i:Jxc3 1 3 .ixg6 fxg6 1 4 .bxc3 l'!x8 
1 5 .gxf3 Wfg5t 1 6 .Wh l ( 1 6 .Wh2 llJxe5 
1 7.Wfd l &i:Jxc4+) 16 . . .  Wfh4 forces a draw. 
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8.tfc2 �e7 9.c5?! 
This was White's choice in the game; evidently 

he was keen to prevent the . . .  c5 plan, but it 
causes more harm than good. White should 
have preferred one of the following alternatives: 

9 .id2N dxc4 1 0 .ixc4 c5 with a balanced 
position.  

9 .cxd5 tll exd5 1 0.id2 :B'.c8 l l .a3 ixc3 1 2 .bxc3 
c5 gives Black good counterplay. It is worth 
pointing out the following nice line: 1 3 .id3?! 
( 1 3 .e4 is better although 13 . . .  tll b600 leaves 
Black with good prospects along the c-file and 
on the light squares) 1 3  . . .  cxd4 1 4 .exd4 

a b c d e f g h 

1 4  . . .  tllxc3 ! 1 5 .ixc3 tlld5 1 6 .ixh7t \t>h8 
l 7 .ie4 tllxc3+ White has some problems to 
solve. 

9 . . .  b6 10.id.2 bxc5 1 1 .dxc5 hc5 12.�xd5 

12 •.. exd5!?N 
1 2  . . .  tll exd5 1 3 .Wxc5 tll e4 1 4 .Wd4 tllxd2 

1 5 .Wxd2 c5 was equal in Kovalenko -
Grandelius, Dubai 20 1 5 . The text move would 
have been more ambitious. 

13.Yfxc5 �e4 14.Yf c2 
14 .Wd4? c5+ only helps Black. 

14 . . .  if5 
1 4  . .  . f5 ! ?  1 5 .id3 c5 is also interesting. 

15.id3 c5 
The position is about equal but I like Black's 

activity. 

D2) 7.a3 hc3t 8.bxc3 

8 .i "�.i.� J, •• 7 �··,,, ,%� ,,Y.- · 
6 ,,�ii�'• ·'-� 

�� ��-, � 
: 1� ,,�� �� ,� ��,¥-- - - %�,� �

� 
3 � �� ��lt:J-
2 
, , , , , %� � . . . .  %� � . . . . %� 8W!J 
- - - -� ��;� ��,��{;,% ... . . 

1 � � �..t • .: 
a b c d e f g h 

8 ••• �e4 
8 . . .  id7 is also decent. A good illustrative 

game continued: 9 .Wc2 tll a5 1 0 .cxd5 exd5 
l 1 .a4 :B'.e8 1 2 .id3 c5 1 3 .dxc5 We? Black 
regains the pawn with a pleasant game. 1 4 .ia3 
tll c4 1 5 .0-0 tllxa3 1 6 .:B:xa3 '1Wxc5= Kramnik ­
Grischuk, Moscow (blitz) 2009. 

After the text move I considered two main 
options : D21) 9.J.d3 and D22) 9.Yf c2. 

Another idea is: 
9 .ib2 '1We8! ?  
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This interesting move has been played twice 
by Tatiana Kosintseva. Black delays the 
development of the c8-bishop development 
as she plans to bring it out via a different 
diagonal. 

1 0 .Wl'c2 
1 0 .id3? lll e5 !  would be nasty for White. 
1 0 .ie2 id? ( 1 0  . . .  lllxd4?? unfortunately 
doesn't work due to l l .'1Wxe8 tllxf3t 1 2 .gxf3! 
�xe8 1 3 .fxe4+-) l l .Wl'c2 lll a500 gives Black 
good prospects on the light squares . 

1 0  . . .  lll a5 1 l .id3 

1 l . . .b6! 
Improving over 1 l . . .dxc4?!  1 2.ixe4 f5 , 
which was creative but not quite correct in 
Cmilyte -T. Kosintseva, Konya (rapid) 20 1 0 . 

1 2 .cxd5 exd5 1 3 .0-0 ib7 1 4 .a4 lll c4 
It is obvious that Black has obtained a 
satisfactory position from the opening. Here 
is the rest of the game, where Black went on 
to make an easy draw against a formidable 
opponent: 

1 5 .tll e5 tllxe5 1 6.dxe5 Wl'xe5 1 7 .c4 Wl'e6 
1 8 .cxd5 Ld5 1 9 .Wl'xc? lll c5 20.ie2 Wl'g6 
2 1 .Wl'g3 �fc8 22.�fc l  Wl'xg3 23.hxg3 f6 
24.�fl �f7 25 .f3 ie6 26.�c3 

Y2-Y2 Van Wely - T. Kosintseva, Moscow 
20 1 0 . 

021) 9.i.d3 ttlxc3 

Certainly the most direct move, although 
9 . . .  f5 ! ?N00 may be worthy of further 
investigation. 

10.'1Wc2 ttle4 1 1 .he4 dxe4 12.'1Wxe4 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
12 . . .  ttla5 13.'1Mc2 c5 

One way or another, Black will get a target 
to attack on the queenside. 

14.dxc5 
I also considered 14 .id2N cxd4 1 5 .exd4 

b6 1 6.ixa5 bxa5 1 7.0-0 ib7 1 8 .�fd l  
ixf3 1 9 .gxf3 �c800 when the mutual pawn 
weaknesses should more or less balance each 
other out. 

14 . . .  '1We7 15.i.d2 �c6 16.0-0 
Here I found a useful way to improve Black's 

play: 
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a b c d e f g h 
16 . . .  eS!N 

1 6  . . .  Wxc5? !  1 7.gfb l  h6 occurred in 
Mamedyarov - Fressinet, Huaian (rapid) 
20 1 6, when 1 8 .ib4!N lllxb4 1 9 .axb4 Wc7 
20.b5;!:: would have put Black under some 
pressure. 

17.h3 i.e6 
White's extra pawn is irrelevant; if anything, 

it is White who has to be careful to avoid being 
worse after the c5-pawn falls. 

022) 9.Wfc2 

a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  tliaS 

9 . . .  b6 is also quite logical and may easily 
transpose. One game continued: 1 O .cxd5 exd5 

l l .id3 ge8! ?  ( l  1 . . .lll a5 transposes to l l .cxd5 
exd5 in the notes to the main line below) 
1 2 .0-0 lll a5 1 3 .a4 c5 14 .llld2 if5 1 5 .lllxe4 
ixe4 1 6.dxc5 ixd3 1 7.Wxd3 lllb3 1 8 .ga3 
lllxc5+ Zhao Xue - Hou Yifan, Jinzhou 2009. 

1 O • .id3 b6! 1 I .i.xe4!?N 
This has not yet been tested but it seems like 

a critical move to analyse. 

It is also worth checking: 
l l .cxd5 exd5 l 2.ixe4? 

White should prefer 1 2 .0-0 with a normal 
game; Black can choose between 1 2  . . .  ib7 
and 1 2  .. _ge8, the latter of which transposes 
to the Zhao Xue - Hou Yifan game quoted 
above. 

1 2  . . .  dxe4 1 3 .Wxe4 ia6 
Black has more than enough compensation 
for the pawn, as Ramirez points out. Here 
are a few sample lines: 

a b c d e f g h 

14 .llld2 
Or 14 .h4 ge8 1 5 .Wf5 g6 1 6.Wg5 f6 17 .Wf4?! 
lllb3 1 8 .gb l Wd5 1 9 .Wxf6? Wc4 with mate 
to follow. 

1 4  . . .  Wd7! 1 5 .a4 
1 5 .f3 gae8 1 6 .Wf4 Wb5 1 7 .<iif2 We2t 
1 8 .�g3 ge6 wins for Black. 

1 5  . . .  gfeg 1 6.Wc2 Wg4-+ 
White's position is collapsing. 

I also considered: 
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1 1 .ll'l d2 ll'lxd2!N 
1 1 . . .fS 1 2 .cxdS exd5 1 3 .0-0 ib7 was equal 
in Granda Zuniga - Koneru, Zafra 2009. 
The text move is a significant improvement 
pointed out by Ramirez. 

1 2 .ixd2 
1 2 .ixh7t?  iih8 1 3 .ixd2 f5 14 .ig6 Wi°g5 is 
hopeless for White. 

1 2  . . .  ia6! 

a b c d e f g h 

13 . . .  �b3! 
Ramirez offers 13 . . .  ia6 1 4.ll'ld2 ( 1 4 .lll eS?  

f6+) 14 . . .  cS 1 5 .0-0 Ei:c8 1 6.a4 cxd4 1 7.cxd4 
ll'lxc4 1 8 .ia3 Ei:e8 ( 1 8  . . .  ll'lxa3? !  1 9 .Wi°xa6=) 
1 9 .Ei:fc l  Wi°d5 when the position is close to 
equal although Black has slightly more control. 

The above line is perfectly decent in itself, but 
White is pretty solid in the ensuing position 
and should be able to hold on to equality. The 
text move poses more concrete problems. 

14J�bl �c5! 
This was the idea behind the last move, using 

the active minor pieces to exploit White's poor 
coordination. 

15 .Yfdl 
The only move, keeping the b3-square under 

control. 

1 3 .ixh7t 1 5 .Wi°c2? ie4 and 1 5 .'W°e2? ie4 1 6.Ei:al ll'l b3 
Ramirez gives 1 3 .cxd5 ixd3 1 4 .'Wxd3 
exd5+. The text move may be a better try, 
but White is still in some trouble. 

1 3  . . .  �h8 14 .id3 
1 4.cxd5? f5 1 5 .ig6 'W°g5-+ 

14 . . .  ixc4 1 5 .0-0 f5+ 
The light-squared bishops will soon 

disappear, leaving Black with the dominant 
minor piece. 

1 1  ... dxe4 12.Vfxe4 .ib7 13.Yf d3 
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a b c d e f g h 

both lose material for White. 

1 5  . . .  i.e4 16J�al 
After 1 6 .Ei:b5? !  a6 White loses an exchange 

due to the forking possibility of . . .  ll'ld3t .  
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20.iWb3? Black can exploit White's lack of 
coordination with: 

a b c d e f 

20 . . .  \Wg4! 2 1 .E\gl iWxg2! !-+ 

18 ... lllxcl 19.�xcl i.d3t 
Black wins back the pawn while keeping a 

clear advantage. 

Conclusion 

These sidelines don't look to be causing Black 
any problems. 6 .a3 and 6 .lll e5 are playable, 
but both moves are a little slow and neither 
is scary for Black. 6.j,g5 dxc4! transposes to 
the Vienna; White has several possibilities, 
but the general story is that Black gets to keep 
his extra pawn while White's compensation 
remains uncertain.  We finished by checking a 
few sidelines after 6 .e3 0-0, when both 7.h3 
and 7 .a3 fail to create any real problems, with 
Black taking over the initiative in many of the 
lines. 
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6.e3 0-0 7. � c2!? 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.�c3 i.h4 5.�a4t � c6 6.e3 0-0 7.�c2!? 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlla tllf6 4.tllc3 ib4 
5.1Mi'a4t tllc6 6.e3 0-0 7.Wf cW 

This is essentially a waiting move: White 
improves his queen, which might otherwise 
have been targeted by . . .  a6/ . . .  b5 or . . .  id7 at 
some point, and waits for Black to take on 
c4 so that he can recapture with the bishop 
in one go. The queen move may not appear 
too threatening, but it has emerged as one of 
White's main attempts to get an edge against 
the Ragozin in recent years . 

In this chapter I have taken the slightly 
unusual step of considering three main moves: 
A) 7 . . .  dxc4, B) 7 . . .  �e8!? and C) 7 ... id6!?. 

I am not a big fan of the first option; I believe 
it makes it too easy for White to complete 
development, and the first player keeps a 
nagging edge in all variations. However, I 
decided it was worth including it because 
the . . .  dxc4 structure can easily arise after one 
of Black's ocher options. If you are familiar 
with some of the main ideas and variations 
after the immediate 7 . . .  dxc4, you will be 
better able to appreciate why Black is getting 
an improved version in some of the later 
variations. 

A) 7 . . .  dxc4 
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a b c d e f g h 

This has been Black's most popular choice, as 
well as the recommendation of Ramirez in his 
Ragozin DVD. When Black plays this way, he 
is essentially admitting chat he is unable to find 
a better waiting move. 

8.hc4 id6 
Black can also look to free his position 

immediately with: 
8 . . .  e5 

Max Illingworth previously recommended 
this move but now believes White can get 
an edge. I will include a shortened version of 
his ChessPublishing annotations. 

9 .dxe5 tt:lg4 1 0 .0-0 tt:l cxe5 l 1 .tt:lxe5 tt:lxe5 
1 2 .ie2 c6 1 3 .a3 ia5 

1 3  . . .  id6?! allows 1 4 .f4! tt:lg4 1 5 .h3 and 
White mobilizes his e-and f-pawns. 

c d e 

l 4.id2 
l 4.f4? !  tt:lg4 l 5 .h3 tt:l f6 is not so effective 
here, as e3-e4 allows . . .  1Wd4t.  

l 4 . . .  ie6 
Max mentions two other options: 
l 4 . . .  if5 is well met by: l 5 .e4! ig4 
( 1 5  . . .  ie6 1 6 .Elad l  Ele8 1 7 .b4 ib6 1 8 .tt:la4! 
is becoming unpleasant for Black) 1 6.Elad l 
ixe2 1 7.tt:lxe2 ixd2 1 8 .Elxd2 '1We7 1 9 .tt:ld4± 
With f2-f4 to come. 
14 . . .  ig4!?  1 5 .f3 ie6 1 6 .Elad l '!We7 1 7 .tt:ld5!  
cxd5 1 8 .ixa5 Elfc8 1 9 .ic3 tt:l c4 20.'!Wd3± 
White's bishops give him the upper 
hand. 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 5 .:gad l '!We? 1 6 .tll e4 
1 6.tlldS? !  ixd5 1 7 .ixaS We6 is promising 
for Black, who will soon play . . .  b6 and . . .  c5 .  

16 . . .  ixd2 1 7.:gxd2 :gad8 1 8 .:gfd l id5 
1 9 .tll g3 g6 20.e4 ie6 2 1 .f4 tllg4 22 .Wc3 
:gxd2 23.:gxd2 :gd8 

Apparently this was all played in a centaur 
game. Max concludes his excellent analysis 
of this line with: 

24.b4 tll f6 25 .:gxd8t Wxd8 26.h3i 
I agree that Black will have to suffer to make 

a draw. 

9.0-0 
I don't see any special reason to delay this 

move. For example: 

9 .tll b5 is a typical idea which we will encounter 
in the next chapter, when Black generally 
retreats the bishop to e7 before chasing the 

knight away. Here things are a little different: 
White has already spent a tempo putting his 
queen on c2, so it makes sense for Black to 
continue 9 . . .  a6!?N 1 0 .tllxd6 cxd6, followed by 
. . .  id? and . . .  :gc8 , with equal chances. 

9 .a3 has been played a few times but is less 
threatening than castling. We reach this 
position later via a different move order in 
variation C l  on page 1 97.  

9 . . .  e5 10.h3! 
Max mentions that 1 0 .dxeS tllxe5 1 1 .tllxeS 

ixe5 is fine for Black, as 1 2 .f4 can be met by 
1 2  . . .  ixc3! 1 3 .Wxc3 :ge8 with . . .  tll e4 to come. 

1 0.dS? !  is a mistake, as Black can take 
advantage of the position of the white queen: 
10 . . .  tll b4! 1 1 .Wb 1 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 1 . . . e4! 1 2 .tllxe4 tllxe4 1 3 .Wxe4 :ge8 1 4.Wb l 
ig4 Black has good attacking chances for the 
pawn, as Illingworth points out. 

10 . . .  i.d7! 
Max approves of this move, and Ramirez 

recommends it too. 

1 o . . .  exd4 1 1 .exd4 has been played a few times, 
but Black is struggling to equalize. 

10 . . .  a6! ?  is a sensible alternative. My analysis 
continues : 1 l .a3 id? 1 2 .:gd l h6 1 3 .b4 We? 
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1 4.d5 lLia7 1 5 .e4 lLib5 !?N ( 1 5  . . .  lLic8 1 6  . .te3;1; 
Mamedyarov - Hou Yifan, Wijk aan Zee 
20 1 6) Trying to exchange the bad knight is a 
logical improvement, but White keeps an edge 
as follows: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 6 .lLie2! Surely the right answer, avoiding 
exchanges. 16 . . .  B:ac8 1 7  .a4 c6! Black's last 
move hopes for 1 8 .axb5 ?  cxb5+, but 1 8 .°Wd3!;1; 
keeps an edge for White. 

1 I J;dl!  
A nice waiting move, lining up with the 

black queen. 

Max provides some analysis showing that 
l l .a3 Wc8! is okay for Black. I won't include 
all the details; suffice it to say that the . . .  .txh3 
sacrifice is in the air, rather like in the note to 
move 14 below, except that in this version the 
a2-a3 move is not so useful for White. 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 1  . . .  �cS 
This has been tested in a couple of high-level 

games and it seems like Black's best bet, setting 
up . . .  .txh3 ideas. 

l l . . .'We7 is given by Ramirez but I 'm not 
convinced after 1 2 .a3! .  My main line continues 
1 2  . . .  a6 1 3  . .ta2 B:ad8 1 4  . .tb l g6 1 5 .d5 lLia7 
1 6.e4 lLib5 1 7.lLixb5 axb5 1 8  . .tg5;1; and Black 
still has to work to untangle himsel£ 

12.dxe5 
1 2 .d5N lLi b4 1 3 .°We2 e4 1 4.lLid4 leads to 

unclear play after any of 1 4  . . .  a5 ! ? ,  1 4  . . .  c5 ! ?  or 
1 4  . . .  We8! ? .  

12 . . .  t£ixe5 13.t£lxe5 
Illingworth shows that 1 3  . .te2 is okay for 

Black after 1 3  . . .  .tf5 (but not 1 3  . . .  .txh3? 
1 4 .gxh3 Wxh3 1 5 .lLig5 Wh4 I 6.Wf5±) 1 4.e4 
lLixf.3t 1 5  . .txf.3 .tg6 1 6.lLib5 .te5 ,  with equal 
chances. 

13 .. . he5 14.e4! 
White begins to expand in the centre -

which he has to do, if he is to fight for the 
advantage. 

a b c d e f g h 
14 ... .ie6N 

Offering a bishop trade seems sensible. 
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1 4  . . .  i.xh3? 
This is a typical theme after . . .  'Wc8 but it 
doesn't work here. 

1 5 .�d5 !N 
Strongest, although 1 5 .gxh3 'Wxh3 1 6.f3 
also leads to an edge: 1 6  . . .  Wxf3 l 7 .'Wg2 
'Wxg2t 1 8 .<i>xg2 i'!fe8 1 9 .<i>f3 i.xc3 20.bxc3 
i'!xe4 2 1 .i.d3 i'!e6 22.i.f4;t White's powerful 
bishops were more important than Black's 
many pawns in Swiercz - Moiseenko, 
Germany 20 1 4. 
Max points out the text move is best. I found 
no fault in his analysis, so I have included it 
below. 
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1 5  . . .  'Wg4 

a b c d e f g h 

1 5  . . .  �xd5 1 6.i'!xd5 i.xg2 1 7.<i>xg2 'Wg4t 
1 8 .<i>fl i'!ae8 1 9 .i.e3 c6 20.i'!cS Wh4 2 1 .'it>e2 
Wg4t 22.<i>e l i.d6 23.i'!g5 \Wh4 24.<i>e2± is 
also well and truly in White's favour. 

1 6.i.fl 
White is a pawn down but Black's queen and 
bishop are tied up. 

16 . . .  i'!ad8 1 7.i'!e l !  �xd5 1 8 .exd5 

a b c d e f g h 

1 8  . . .  i'!xd5 
1 8  . . .  Eife8 1 9 .i'!e3 picks up the bishop. 

1 9 .'Wb3 i.xg2 20.i.xg2 c6 2 1 .'Wh3± 
A bishop is clearly worth more than three 

pawns here. 

1 4  . . .  i'!e8 is a slower approach, which was 
played in a recent high-level game. 1 5 .f3 
c6 1 6 .i.e3 ie6 1 7.ib3 i.c7 1 8 .Eid3 White 
maintains a small plus with the extra central 
pawn and control over the open file. 

a b c d e f g h 

1 8  . . .  ib6 1 9 .i.xb6 axb6 20.ixe6 'Wxe6 
2 1 .i'!ad l b5 22.a3 'We? 23 .'Wd2;t White 
maintained an edge although Black went on 
to hold a draw in Wang Yue - Bu Xiangzhi ,  
Danzhou 20 1 6. 

15.i.e2!? 
This looks slightly odd but the idea is to play 

f2-f4 and then put the bishop on the ideal 
f3-square. 

1 5 .ixe6 Wxe6 l 6 .f3 i'!fd8= is too simplistic to 
yield any advantage. 

In the event of 1 5 .ib3 , attempting a similar 
approach to Wang Yue in the above game, 
Black can play actively with: 1 5  . . .  c5! Intending 
. . .  c4 . 1 6 .ixe6 '!Wxe6 1 7 .f3 i'!ad8= With a 
comfortable game. 

Illingworth focuses on the more obvious 
retreat: 1 5 .ifl c5 1 6 .�e2 Wc6 1 7 .f3 
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( l  7 .f4?! ic7 1 8 .llic3 c4! Gives Black a lot of 
activity) 1 7  . . .  b5 ( 1 7  . . .  E!:ad8 1 8 .ie3 b6 1 9 .f4 
ic7 20.llic3::t) 1 8 .ie3 E!:ac8 1 9 .E!:ac l Wb7 
Max evaluates this as dynamically balanced 
but I still slightly prefer White; one good plan 
is llif4xe6, hoping to make use of the bishop 
pair. 

15  . . .  c5!? 

16.f4! 
This bold approach looks best. 

1 6 .ie3 covers the d4-square, but White's 
bishop provides a target for the black queen 
after a future sacrifice on h3 . For instance: 
1 6  . . .  b6 1 7.f4 ixc3 1 8 .bxc3 ixh3! 1 9 .gxh3 
Wxh3 20 .if2 llig4 2 1 .ixg4 Wxg4t= Black 
will either force a perpetual or pick up at least 
a third pawn for the bishop. 

16 . . .  .id4t I7.©h2 gds 1s  . .if3;t 
White will follow up with llib5  or lli e2 to 

remove the bishop on d4, and will maintain 
an edge with the bishop pair and modest 
space advantage. Black can certainly play this 
position but he remains slightly worse. 

Now that we have familiarized ourselves with 
some of the lines arising after 7 . . .  dxc4, we will 
move on to what I believe to be two more 

interesting options. Personally I see 7.Wc2 as 
a waiting move, improving the white queen 
and just waiting for . . .  dxc4 to be played, after 
which White can recapture with ixc4 in one 
go and then complete his development. Even 
though Black is close to equality in some of 
the lines above, I find it a bit too compliant 
just to take on c4 and allow White to develop 
smoothly. Therefore I suggest playing a waiting 
move of our own; if White ever moves his 
bishop from fl , that will surely signal that the 
time has come to exchange on c4. 

There are two such waiting moves that I would 
like to show you. The first is: 

B) 7 . . .  ge8!? 

a b c d e f g h 
Definitely a useful move, supporting a future 

. .  .e5 break and giving the bishop a possible 
retreat square on f8 - although it will often 
go to d6 all the same. Several elite GMs have 
tried this move, including Kramnik, Aronian 
and Carlsen - who chose it in the summer of 
20 1 6  against his future World Championship 
opponent! 

8 . .id2 
Other moves have been tried, but I will focus 

on the most logical developer. 
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8 . . .  a6 
8 . . .  .if8! ?  9 .a3 e5 was another reasonable 

approach in Nakamura - Kramnik, London 
2009. 

9.a3 i.d6 10.h3 i.d7!? 
1 O . . .  h6 was the continuation of Nakamura -

Aronian, Moscow 20 1 6. 

The text move was Carlsen's novelty, continuing 
the battle for the . . .  dxc4 tempo. 
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a b c d e f g h 
l l .cx:d5 

Karjakin opts for a fixed central structure. 

1 1 .�d l ! ?N 
This is an obvious alternative, continuing to 
wait for Black to take on c4. I presume that 
Carlsen's idea was: 

1 1 . . .eS ! ?  1 2 .cxdS 
1 2 .dxeS lllxe5 1 3 .lllxeS �xe5 1 4 .cxdS c6! ?  
( 1 4  . . .  lllxd5=)  1 5 .dxc6 ( 1 5  . .id3 cxd5=) 
1 5  . . .  hc� offers Black great compensation. 

12 . . .  exd4 1 3 .dxc6 dxc3 1 4.cxd7 cxd2t 
1 5 .lllxd2 Wxd7 

The position is about equal . 

1 1  . . .  exd5 12.i.d3 
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a b c d e f g h 
12 . . .  �a7! 

The knight is heading for b5 .  Already, it is 
clear that Black has no problems. 

13.V9b3 c6 14.V9xb7? 
White tries to play critically but this is not 

the solution. 

14 . . .  tllb5 1 5.tllxb5 
And here Black should have played: 
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a b c d e 
15  . . .  cx:b5!N+ 

g h 

1 5  . . .  axbS? !  let White off the hook and the 
game soon ended in a draw: 1 6 .lll eS �b8 
1 7.Wa6 �a8 1 8 .Wb? �b8 1 9 .Wa6 �a8 Y2-Y2 
Karjakin - Carlsen, Bilbao 20 1 6. 

The text move enables Black to catch the 
queen, for instance: 
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16.tlle5?! ge7 17.tllc6?! hc6 18.Wfxc6 gc7 
I9.Wb6 gel t-+ 

C) 7 ••• i.d6!? 

This is a very provocative move and perhaps 
not to everyone's taste. However, I have some 
fresh ideas in this line, making it my top pick. 
Once again though, even if you intend to 
follow this recommendation of mine, let me 
remind you that it is worth playing through 
variation A with 7 . . .  dxc4, as this will help you 
to understand when to exchange and when not 
to exchange on c4 in the present variation. 

White's most important options are Cl) 8.a3, 
C2) 8.h3 and C3) 8.c5 . 

8 .id3?! (or 8 .ie2?!) 8 . . .  dxc4 9.ixc4 simply 
gives Black an improved version of variation 
A, as he is a whole tempo up. 
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Cl) 8.a3 

a b c d e f g h 
8 . . .  dxc4! 

This seems like the best solution, as White 
has played a2-a3 a bit prematurely. 

8 . . .  b6?! was recently chosen by Wojtaszek 
against Mamedyarov. However, White can win 
a pawn with: 9 .cxd5!N (The game continued 

9 .h3 tll e7; we will cover this via the 8 .h3 move 
order in variation C2 below) 9 . . .  exd5 1 0.lllxd5 
lllxd5 1 1 .Wfxc6 if5 1 2 .ie2 ie4 1 3 .0-0 �e8t 
Black has some compensation, but I don't 
think it's quite enough. 

8 . . .  e5 ! ?  is an interesting idea which could be 
explored further. For instance: 9 .cxd5 (9.dxe5 
lllxe5 1 0 .cxd5 �e8 1 1 .ie2 lllxf3t 1 2 .ixf3 
Wie7 1 3 .0-0 Wie5 1 4 .g3 if5 offers Black 
reasonable compensation) 9 . . .  exd4 1 0 .dxc6 
dxc3 

f g h 

1 1 .Wixc3 ( 1  l .id3 bxc6 1 2 .Wixc3 ie6 1 3 .0-0 
id5 1 4.lll d4 �e8 is given as unclear by 
Illingworth) 1 l . . . bxc6 1 2.b3 ie6 1 3 .ib2 �b8 
1 4 .ic4 id5 1 5 .Wfc2 lll e4 1 6.0-0 Illingworth 
evaluated this as slightly better for White, but 
after 16 . . .  �b6 it seems to me that Black has 
enough activity to compensate for the dodgy 
pawn structure. 

9.hc4 
We have transposed to a position that might 

be reached via 7 . . .  dxc4 8 .ixc4 id6 9 .a3 ,  
instead of  the more accurate 9 .0-0. 

9 ••• e5 10.d5 
1 O.h3 looks weird but has been played a 

few times. 1 0  . . .  exd4 ( 1 0  . . .  id?! ?  occurred in 
Nakamura - So, Paris [rapid] 20 1 6; this also 
seems decent for Black, as he gets a nice version 
of the main line of variation A) 1 1 .exd4 �e8t 
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1 2  . .ie3 In Hribersek - Radivojevic, corr. 12 . . .  cxdS 13  . .ixf<> dxc4 14.he5 
1 96 1 ,  a good continuation would have been: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 2  . . .  .ie6!?N 1 3  . .ixe6 l"lxe6 1 4.d5 ( 1 4 .0-0 
l"le8=) 1 4  . . .  l"lxe3t 1 5 .fxe3 lllxd5 1 6.lllxd5 
.ig3t 1 7. �e2 Wl'xd500 With a pawn and the 
initiative for the exchange. 

10 . . .  llle7 1 1 .e4 

12.i.gS 
1 2 .dxc6 lllxc6 1 3  . .ie3 .ig4 1 4 .l"ld l llld4 

1 5  . .ixd4 exd4 1 6 .l"lxd4 .ixf3 1 7 .gxf3 Wl'e7i 
looks promising for Black. 
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a b c d e f g h 
14 . . .  i.xeS!N 

A decent improvement over 14 . . .  lll c6?! 
1 5  . .ig3 .ixg3 1 6 .hxg3 .ig4 1 7 .l"ld U:: , as in 
Michalik - Saric, Jerusalem 20 1 5 . 

15 .lllxeS Wf c7'"' 
With a double-edged game. 

C2) 8.h3 

8 � �J;)Via���;-
7 � · f� - · f� i  
6 , , , , , /,··- , _ _ , , , /,� �� ,,y,� /, , , , , ,� 
: �� !1��-�� 
3 ®Z��'f "��� ll, 
2 8dita� Jo �� 

, , , , ,z , , , , /,� ,,,,� �;;�nef"" ,� 1 �  � m.,t� :a, 
a b c d e f g h 

8 . . .  b6!?N 
I have 'borrowed' this idea of Wojtaszek 

from his game against Mamedyarov, applying 
it in a way that cuts out White's chance to win 
a pawn. 



Chapter 9 - 6 .e3 0-0 7.Wf c2! ? 199 

8 . . .  dxc4 9 .ixc4 e5 was Hou Yifan's choice, 
when 1 0 .0-0 leads back to variation A, which 
I prefer to avoid. 

8 . . .  tlib4!?N is another interesting move 
which has the potential to cause White some 
problems. 9 .1.Wb l (9.\Wb3 can be met by 9 . . .  b6 
intending . . .  c5, and after 1 0.a3 dxc4 1 1 .ixc4 
tlibd5 1 2 .0-0 llixc3 1 3 .bxc3 ib7 14 .id3 c5+ 
I like Black's chances) 9 . . .  c5 

9.a3 
I will take this as the main line, as it continues 

White's waiting strategy and transposes to 
Mamedyarov - Wojtaszek. 

9 .id2 is conveniently met by 9 . . .  tlib4 1 0 .1.Wb3 
c5 1 1 .a3 tlic6 with good prospects for Black, 
for instance: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 

1 2 .cxd5 exd5 1 3 .dxc5 bxc5 1 4.tlixd5 E:b8t 

9 .cxd5 does not win a pawn here because of 
9 . . .  tlib4,  when play may continue: 1 0 .\Wb3 
tlibxd5 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
9 .. . tLle7 

This flexible move prepares . . .  c5 while 
keeping a few options open for the c8-bishop. 

10.e4!? 
Mamedyarov goes for the most ambitious 

continuation but I can't help feeling chat 
White is making too many pawn moves. 

10 • . •  dxe4 1 1 .tLlxe4 tLlxe4 12.Wfxe4 E:b8 
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a b c d e f g h 
13  . .id.3 �g6 

1 3  . . .  tllf5 ! ?N is also interesting and may 
transpose. 

14.YlYe2 
Here the most accurate continuation would 

have been: 

a b c d e f g h 
14 . . .  �h4!N 

I prefer the idea of eliminating the f3-knighc 
before playing . . .  f5, so chat it won't be able to 
jump co e5 .  

The game continued: 
14 . . .  f5 1 5 .0-0 c5 

1 5  . . .  tllh4 is not so effective here as 1 6.tt'lg5!t 
hies the e6-pawn. 

1 6.b4?! 
1 6.:B:d 1 !N would have kept things unclear. 
The text move gave Black a nice opportunity. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . .  cxd4!N 

1 6  . . .  h6? 1 7 .:B:b l t  was good for White in 
Mamedyarov - Wojtaszek, Huaian 20 1 6 . 

1 7 .tllxd4 Wf6 1 8 .tll c6 
Otherwise . . .  .ie5 comes. 

1 8  . . .  Wxal 1 9  . .ib2 Wa2 20.Wc2 tt'le5 2 1 .tt'lxb8 
.ixb8 22.:B:al Wxb2 23 .Wxb2 tt'lxd3+ 

With three minor pieces for the queen, 
Black is for choice. 

15.0-0 lLixf3t 16.YlYxf3 f5 
1 6  . . .  c5 ! ?  could also be investigated. 

a b c d e 
17 . .if4 J.b7 18.YlYe3 

1 8 .Wg3? !  :B:f6 only helps Black. 

18 ... .ixf4 19.YlJxf4 c5m 
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This all seems fine for Black, and 8 . . .  tli b4!?N 
is perhaps even more straightforward, so take 
your pick as to which option you prefer. 

C3) 8.c5 

This seems to be the critical test, gaining 
space and forcing the bishop to go back. 

8 . . .  J.e7 9.J.b5 
9.h3? !  allows Black to carry out his positional 

threat: 9 . . .  b6! The same idea works well against 
just about any neutral move by White. 1 0.a3 
bxc5 1 1 .dxc5 a5+ Dworakowska - Atalik, 
Plovdiv 2008. 

9 .a3 prepares to support White's pawn chain 
with b2-b4, but allows Black to play in the 
centre instead: 9 . . .  e5 !  1 0 .dxe5 tli g4 1 1 ..ie2 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

1 1 . . .tlicxe5 !N This simple improvement looks 
fine for Black. ( 1  l . . . .ixc5? !  1 2 .0-0 tli cxe5 
1 3 .tlixe5 lllxe5 14 .:!:%d l  .id6 1 5 .tlixd5;!; 
was not so pleasant in Cramling - Hagen, 
Stockholm 20 1 6) 1 2 .tlixe5 lllxe5 1 3 .0-0 c6 
1 4.b4 ( 1 4 .:!:%d l  can be met by either 1 4  . . .  1Mfc7= 
or 14 . . .  f5 ! ? ,  stopping e3-e4) 14 . . .  .if6 Black is 
doing well. 

The text move has been White's most popular 
choice. Surprisingly, I was able to find a 
completely new idea for Black. 

9 . . .  �b4!?N 
A few other options have been tried. 

9 . . .  id? 1 0 .a3 a6 1 1 ..id3 a5 1 2 .:!:%b l  occurred 
in lvanchuk - Alekseev, Riga 20 14 ,  while 
9 . . .  tlib8 1 0 .a3 b6 1 1 .b4 a5 1 2 .:!:%b l  c6 1 3  . .id3 
was Bacrot - Aronian, Baden-Baden 20 1 5 . 
There is nothing terribly wrong with either of 
those options, but my new idea is more active 
and challenging for White. 

10.�a4 
This looks critical , as it challenges the knight 

while keeping b2-b4 available. I checked two 
other options: 

1 0 .1Mfb3 a6 l 1 ..ie2 ( 1 1 ..ia4? tli d3H; 1 1 .Wxb4 
is covered in the note to White's next move 
in the main line below) 1 1 . . .tlic6 1 2 .0-0 b6! 
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1 3 .cxb6 cxb6 l 4.�d2 llla5 and White has 
nothing to show from the opening. 

1 0 .Wb l a6 l 1 .�e2 ( l  l .�a4 �d7 1 2 .�xd7 
lllxd7 1 3 .0-0 lll c6 with .. . f5 ,  . . .  g5 and 
kingside pressure to come) l l . . .b6 1 2 .a3 lll c6 
1 3 .b4 bxc5 1 4 .bxc5 e5 With good prospects 
for Black. 

8 
7 
6 5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
10 . . .  a6! 

The key point, without which Black's last 
move would make no sense. 

1 1 .0-0!? 
This bold move may be White's best. His 

other options are: 

l l .a3 ? axb5 1 2 .�xa8? ?  loses to 1 2  . . .  lll c2t .  

l l .�e2 lll c6 1 2 .0-0 �d7 1 3 .Wc2 b6= Black 
breaks up White's pawn chain, along with any 
thoughts of an opening advantage. 

l 1 .Wxb4 
White grabs a pawn but it doesn't come for 
free. 

l l . . .axb5 1 2 .�xbS 
1 2 .lllxb5? b6 1 3 .0-0 bxc5 14 .dxc5 lll e4-+ 
and White is already busted. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  b6! 

Suddenly . . .  �a6 is on the cards and White's 
king is going to get stuck in the centre. 

1 3 .cxb6 �a6 1 4 .�b3 cxb6-t 

1 1 .  . .  b6 
l l . . .�b8!?  l 2 .�e2 lll c6 is another idea, 

which might be followed up by . . .  lll e4 and f5 . 

12.a3 
1 2 .lll e5 �b7 1 3 .�e2 bxc5 1 4 .a3 a5!  is a nice 

idea, a possible continuation being: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .dxc5 �xc5 1 6 .�b5 lllc2 1 7.�b l �b600 
With . . .  d4 to come. 

12 . . .  �b7 13 . .ie2 lll c6 14.b4 
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15 ... dxe4 16.tlid2 J.g5 
1 6  . .  . f5 ? !  does not work so well here: 1 7.'Wb3 

E:f6 1 8 .f3;!; 

16 . . .  b5 1 7.'Wb3 ( 1 7 .'Wc2 f5) 17 . . .  'Wd5 is 
another way to keep the game roughly 
balanced. 

17 ... fS 18.i.c4 'Wd7 19.'Wa2 �faeSm 
The position is complicated, with roughly 

equal chances . 

Conclusion 

7 . . .  dxc4 is a useful line to study as background 
information, but I suggest one of the other two 
lines to play over the board. 7 . . .  E:e8 looks like it 
has some legs, and it will be interesting to see if 
anyone else follows Carlsen's example. 7 . . .  i.d6 
is my own favourite; it's a matter of taste, but 
personally I can't wait to give 9 . . . lt:lb4!?N a 
whirl !  



Chapter 10 

7.id2 

I.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.�c3 ib4 
5.�a4t �c6 6.e3 0-0 7.id2 dxc4 s.ixc4 id6 

A) 9.h3?! 
B) 9.0-0 e5!? 1 0.d5 �e7 

B l )  1 1 .e4 
B2) 1 1 .�c2 

C) 9.�c2 e5 10.dxe5 �xe5 1 1 .�xe5 he5 
Cl)  12.id3 
C2) 12.£4 

D) 9.�b5 ie7 
Dl} 1 0.�c2 
D2} 1 0.0-0 a6 l l .�c3 id6 

D2 1 )  12.�fel 
D22) 12.�adl 
D23} 12.�c2 

D23 1}  12  . . .  eS 
D232} 12  . . .  bS!? 

205 
207 
207 
208 
2 1 0  
2 1 1 
2 1 2  
2 1 3  
2 1 3  
2 1 5  
2 1 6  
217  
219  
219  
22 1 



Chapter 1 0  - 7 . .id2 205 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tllf3 tllf6 4.tllc3 .ib4 
5.Y:Ya4t tllc6 6.e3 0-0 7 . .id2 

This has been the most popular move, and 
it remains a topical choice at the highest level. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a c d e f g h 
7 ••• dxc4 

In the previous chapter I preferred to 
postpone this exchange in favour of a waiting 
move - so what's changed? Let me start by 
saying that waiting moves such as 7 . . .  a6 and 
7 . . .  l:!e8 are playable here too, and many strong 
players have tested these and other options. 
However, I find the text move an appealing 
choice because, compared with the previous 
chapter, White's .id2 move is less useful than 
Wfc2 in the ensuing structure. White's queen 
is not well placed on a4 and will often have to 
retreat to c2 anyway at some point, whereas 
the bishop may not be optimally placed on d2. 
For example, see variation A of the previous 
chapter, where White's rook makes use of the 
open d-file while the bishop stays on c l ,  with 
the possibility of moving to a more active 
square following e3-e4. 

8 • .ixc4 .id6 
For a while I was unsure whether to 

recommend this immediate retreat or 8 . . .  a6 
followed by . . .  .id6, as the two lines often 
transpose - especially after 9 .lll b5 .ie7, when 
Black generally follows up with . . .  a6 and, after 

the knight retreats, . . .  .id6. Eventually I decided 
the text move is slightly more accurate, as there 
are some non-lllb5 variations where Black has 
the useful option of doing without . . .  a6 and 
aiming for fast counterplay with . . .  e5 .  

We will analyse four options: A) 9.h3?! ,  
B) 9.0-0, C) 9.Y:Yc2 and D) 9.tllb5. 

A) 9.h3?! 

This has been tried by some strong players; 
White's idea is to play flexibly and keep the 
option of castling on either side, but I don't 
think this justifies the loss of time. 

9 . . .  a6 
Black makes a useful move and prepares . . .  e5 ,  

and possibly . . .  b5 depending on circumstances. 

10.0-0 
1 0 .e4 should be met by 1 0  . . .  e5 l l .dxe5 

lllxe5 1 2 .lllxe5 .ixe5 1 3 .0-0-0 and now the 
improvement: 

8 i. � ... � � �· 
7 r---.,%� .,Y.., 
6 !�·····%��---··%� �� ��-d"· ···· ' 5 � ••• 
4 v•r� Ii�� �� �%""%���% 3 � m R •8 �m-�·····'�r% �m-� �� 2 l\t� �·9;, t� l\� . . . . .  z

m.%1
'� ..... %� :a: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  c5!N ( 1 3  . . .  .id7? 1 4.Wfc2;!; vindicated 
White's opening play in Gagunashvili -
Grandadam, Zurich 20 1 0) 1 4 .f4 .id4 1 5 .'tt>b l  
b5 !  1 6  . .ixb5 axb5 l 7.Wfxa8 Wfb6--+ With a 
serious initiative for the sacrificed exchange. 

1 0  . .ie2 can be met by the typical sequence: 
1 0  . . .  e5 l l .d5 lll e7 1 2 .e4 .id7 1 3 .Wfc2 
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8 
7 
6 5 4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  c6! The standard pawn break in this 
structure. 14 .dxc6 ixc6 1 5 .ig5 lll g6 
1 6 .l:!d l h6 1 7.ie3 �e?+ Dobrov - Yemelin, 
Serpukhov 2007. 

1 0 .a3 e5 1 1 .0-0 was tried against me in a blitz 
game, when I missed a strong idea: 

8 � �.i.� � �i.{· 
7 ··----?.� -.�. i 
6 !����-----?.� 
5 �� ,,,,,Y..L .. :� 
�� ��-d----?.� �� 4 ���!ftl�,%�� 3 � -� t&ttJ• 8 

2 .... 3�,_ .. , ; ..... %� !!;� ----f---Z------"·f� 
a b c d e f g h 

l 1 . . .ixh3!N Protecting the rook on a8 and 
thus preparing . . .  b5 .  (l l . . . exd4 1 2 .exd4 
if5=  is perfectly acceptable for Black; but 
l l . . . e4? proved to be a mistake after 1 2 .lll g5± 
in Mrserious - Antidrome, Internet 20 1 6) 
1 2 .gxh3 exd4 1 3 .exd4 b5 14 .lllxb5 axb5 
1 5 .�xb5 �d7__. 

10 . . .  e5 1 1 .�c2 
Avoiding any possibility of the . . .  ixh3/ . . .  

b 5  trick. However, White has ended up i n  the 
kind of situation I described in the note to 
move 7: a harmless (at best) version of variation 
A of the previous chapter, where his queen has 

been forced back anyway, and the id2 and 
h2-h3 moves do little to threaten Black. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1  . . .  b5 12.�e2 �b7 13.a3 ges 14.d5 

This may not be best, but White is struggling 
to maintain the balance in any case. 

14 . . .  tll e7 15.e4 c6! 
Obvious and thematic. I don't know what 

White was hoping for with his opening play, 
but this can't have been it! 

16.dxc6 tllxc6 17.�e3 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
17 . . .  tlld4! 18.tllxd4 exd4 19.hd4 l£ixe4 

The pawn structure is symmetrical but Black 
has a clear advantage in piece activity. The 
game continued: 
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20 . .if3 �k8 21 .:Sfel tlixc3 22J�xe8t Yfxe8 
23.i.xc3 i.xf3 24.gxf3 tfe6 25.l::M l :Sc5+ 

Svidler - Giri, Tbilisi 20 1 5 . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

B) 9.0-0 

a b c d e f g h 
9 .. . e5!? 

9 . . .  a6 would transpose to the position after 
1 1  moves in variation 02. There is nothing 
at all wrong with this , but it seems more 
principled to save time by omitting . . .  a6, thus 
attempting to exploit White's decision not to 
play 9 .tlib5 .  

10.d5 
This is not forced but it seems like the only 

really challenging idea for White. 

l0 ... tlie7 

8 7 6 5 4 3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  ig6!?N ( 1 2  . . .  id? worked perfectly after 
1 3 .�b3 E:b8 1 4 .f4? b5 !  1 5 .id3 exf4 1 6 .ixf4 
tli g6+ in Kavutskiy - Yu Yangyi , Las Vegas 
20 1 4, but the improvement 14 .a4 would have 
kept things roughly equal) 1 3 .E:ae l a6 1 4 .�c2 
c6+ 

Bl)  l l .e4 

It is worth considering both Bl) l l .e4 and a b C d e f g h 
B2) l l .Yfc2. l l . .. h6!? 

l 1 .tlig5? !  is well met by 1 l . . .if5 ! .  Black 
deliberately provokes 1 2 .e4 so that the knight 
will not have that square available (the same 
idea featured in the Nakamura - Mamedyarov 
game on page 1 1  in the Introduction) . Here 
my choice would be: 

Black intends to strengthen his position and 
improve his pieces before playing . . .  c6. 

A more direct way to challenge White's pawn 
centre is: 
l l . . .ig4!?  1 2 .ie2 c6! 

This also seems quite reliable. 
1 3 .dxc6 llixc6 1 4 .ie3 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  a6!N 

14 . . .  j,xf3 1 5 .j,xf3 tlid4 1 6 .:B:fd l  j,c5 
1 7 .j,xd4 exd4 left Black with an isolated 
pawn in one high-level game, although he 
found a way to sacrifice it for reasonable 
compensation: 1 8 .'®bS '®e7 1 9 .tlia4 j,d6 
20.:B:xd4 We5 2 1 .'®xeS j,xe5 22.:B:b4 
b6± Black was able to hold the draw in 
Mamedyarov - Hammer, Bilbao 20 14 .  

1 5 .:B:fd l  We7 
Black's position looks fine, for example: 

1 6 .j,gS b5 1 7.'®b3 j,xf3 1 8 .j,xf3 lDd4 
l 9 .tlid5 tlixb3 20.tlixe7t j,xe7 2 1 .axb3 :B:fc8= 

12.h3 a6 13.'1Wc2 tlig6 

1 4.:B:ac l N  j,d7 1 5 .a3 b5 1 6.j,a2 would 
have been more ambitious. The . . .  c6 plan is 
obviously less attractive with the bishop on a2, 
so Black should instead go for kingside play 
with 1 6  . . .  tlihS ,  with mutual chances . 

14 . . .  Wfe? 15J:l:fel i.d7 16.i.e3 c6! 
Once again,  the standard pawn break works 

well .  

17 .dxc6 i.xc6 
With . . .  :B:ac8 coming next, Black was 

fighting for more than equality in Ushenina -
Koneru, Sharjah 20 1 4. 

B2) l l .'!Wc2 h6 

1 1  . . .  a6 has also been played and is likely to 
come to the same thing. 

1 3  . . .  bS ! ?  
This  move i s  slightly risky but  i t  seems 
playable if followed up correctly. 

1 4 .j,a2 j,b7 1 5 .e4 c6 
Black should hurry up and play this before 
White lands a rook on the d-file. 

1 6 .dxc6 j,xc6 1 7.:B:ad l 
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1 7 .l"lfd 1  also seems reasonable, sticking 
the rooks on the open files . A sensible 
continuation is 1 7  . . .  tllg6 1 8 .ie3 1lfie7 
1 9 .l"lac l l"lac8 20.Vfid2 l"lfd8 2 1 .tll d5 lllxd5 
22.ixd5 Vfib7 23 .ixc6 l"lxc6 24.Vfid5 llle7 
25 .Vfid3 ic7 and White has a tiny edge at 
most. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 7  . . .  tllg6!N 

It is necessary for Black to improve on 
1 7  . . .  Vfic7, when 1 8 .ixh6! is a great 
shot. 1 8  . . .  ixe4 ( 1 8  . . .  gxh6? 1 9 .Vfid2 ic5 
20.Vfixh6± was even harder for Black in 
Ki. Georgiev - Parligras, Skopje 20 1 4) 
1 9 .Vfid2 l"lad8 20.tllxe4 lllxe4 2 1 .Vfie3± 
Lupulescu - Vajda, Mamaia 20 1 3 . 
The text move is a better solution, intending 
. . .  Vfie7. 

1 8 .ixh6!? gxh6 1 9 .Vfid2 
White can go for the sacrifice here too, but 
Black defends and maintains the balance 
after: 

1 9  . . .  tll e8 20.Vfixh6 Vfif6 

7 6 
4 

2 1 .tll h4! 
Without this White would be in trouble. 

2 1 . . .tll xh4 22.Vfixf6 lllxf6 23.l"lxd6 ixe4 
24.l"lxf6 ixg2 25 .l"ld l  'tt>g7= 

16 . . .  c6 
1 6  . . .  b5 ! ?N 1 7 .ia2 l"lc8 1 8 .tll e3 c600 was also 

worth considering. 

17.tlie3 �ks 
1 7  . . .  b5?  is not possible now because 1 8 .dxc6 

ixc6 1 9  .ixf7t wins a pawn. 

8 7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

"""'""""-----"'"""'�""""""'"""-----'�"--� 2 f g h 

a b c d e f g h 
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18 . .ic3 cxd5 19.hdS lllxd5 20.tllxdS .ie6 
2U�adl f6 

The game remains balanced: White has a 
nice outpost on dS while Black has the two 
bishops and a solid position. 

22.YNa4 �U'7 23 . .ib4 J.xh4 24.YNxb4 

25.YNa4 gds 
Black was comfortable in Ponomariov -

Anand, Bilbao 20 1 4. 

C) 9.YNc2 

Once again, 9 . . . a6 is a perfectly reasonable 
move which transposes to a later variation 
(D l ) ,  with two fewer moves played. 

The text move is an additional option which 
you may or may not wish to play against 
White's chosen move order. It can be compared 
with the 1 2 .a3 eS line in the notes to variation 
D 1 on page 2 1 4, the only difference (apart 
from the move count) being that the moves 
a2-a3 and . . .  a6 have not been included here. 
This may favour Black in some lines, especially 
those where he puts on his queen on e7, as he 
does not have to worry about .ib4 tricks when 
there is no pawn on a3 . On the other hand, 
White can contemplate queenside castling 
here, which is not really an option in the later 
line because the pawns on a3 and a6 would 
accelerate Black's attack. 

10.dxeS 
1 0 .h3 was tried against me in a blitz game 

but it's too slow. After 1 0  . . .  exd4 1 l .exd4 the 
most accurate continuation would have been: 

8 7 6 5 4 3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . .tt:lb4! ( 1 1 . . .E:e8t 1 2  . .ie3 .if4 1 3 .'1Wd2 
.ixe3 1 4 .fXe3 was only equal in Mrserious -
Antidrome, Internet 20 1 5) 1 2 .'IWb l ( 1 2 .�d l 
�e7t 1 3  . .ie3 .ifS+) 1 2  . . .  E:eSt 1 3  . .ie3 And 
now both 1 3  . . .  .ie6 and 1 3  . . .  .if4 favour Black. 

1 0 .dS tt:\b4!?N is an interesting innovation. 
( 1 0  . . .  tt:le? 1 1 .0-0 transposes to variation B2 
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above) l l .Wfb3 a5 ( l  l . . .c6!? 1 2 .dxc6 bxc600 
could also be investigated) 1 2.a3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  e4! ?  ( 1 2  . . .  lL:ia600) 1 3 .axb4 ( 1 3 .lLi d4? !  a4 
1 4 .lL:ixa4 lL:ibxd5+) 1 3  . . .  exf3 1 4 .gxf3 ixb400 
Black's chances are not worse in this messy 
position. 

10 .. . tllxeS 1 1 .tllxeS ixeS 

Cl)  12.id3 V!f e7 13.0-0-0 

1 3 .f4? allows 1 3  . . .  ixf4 of course. 

1 3 .lL:ie4 can be met by 1 3  . . .  lLixe4 1 4 .ixe4 g600 
when Black benefits from the fact that ib4 is 
impossible. 

8 
7 
6 5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
13  .. J:Ms 14.@bI h6 1 5.e4 b6 

I considered 1 5  . . .  id4 but concluded that 
1 6 .f3!  (rather than 1 6 .f4 ig4) 1 6  . . .  c5 1 7.g4 
ie6 1 8 .h4-+ is rather dangerous for Black. 

16.f4 ixc3 17.ixc3 ib7 18.ixf6 
1 8 .E:he l c5 1 9 .e5 lLid5 20.f5 is another 

logical try, but Black obtains decent 
counterplay after: 

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  lLixc3t (20 . . .  c4? !  is unsatisfactory due to 
2 1 .ixc4 lLixc3t 22.bxc3;!; - but not 22 .Wfxc3? 
ie4t !+) 2 1 .bxc3 (2 1 .Wfxc3 E:d4!00) 2 1 . . .b500 

18  . . .  gxf6!? 
1 8  . . .  Wfxf6N 1 9 .Wfxc? E:xd3 20.Wfxb? E:xd l t 

2 1 .E:xd l E:d8= reaches an endgame where 
Black's active queen should ensure the draw. 
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a b c 
19.e5 

:B:d4 also leads to l 9 .:B:he l double-edged 
play. 

"!fxb2m fx 5 Y;Yxe5 2U�hel 19 ••• fxeS 20'.
d.

e 
Gibraltar 20 1 6 . Holm - Vt It, 

C2) 12.f4 

Giri. 

12 J.xc3 
l but after 1 3 .0-0-0 

.•• 
.id6 is playab e 

mising position. 
1 2  . . .  

l'id 1 White has a pro 
de pieces, 

.i 4 1 4 .� e 
. l ay to tra 

g 
.i 6 is a sens1b e 

w 4 Wd7 1 7.'it>b l -t  
1 4  . . .  e 

"' 6 fxe6 1 6.g  ft 1 5  Jii.xe but a er . 
initiative. White keeps some 

14 "'d4 c5! · that 
"'-c3 tllg4 .& 

h ·mpress1on 
13.Ji!.Xi 

ll I get t e I S Plays critica y -
d this in advance. 

o 
d l oke at both players ha o 

a b c 

al chance to 
19.Y;Yf2 

l'k the only re 
fiZ (or 

9 f5'� seems I e 
1 9  .ib7 20. o 

1 · . .  
b after . . .  Problems ut cause 
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20.:!:%ad l Wf6) 20 ... Wd4 Black should be okay. 
A possible continuation is: 

a b c d e f g h 
2 1 .:!:%ad l :!:%d3t 22.�h l :!:%xd l 23.:!:%xd l Wxf6 
24.:!:%fl Wd4 25 .:!:%xf7 id5= 

I9 • .  J�e8 20J�adI %Yf6 

a b c d e f g h 
21 .%Yd4 

2 1 .f5 ib7 22.:!:%d7 :!:%e7 23 .:!:%fd l :!:%ae8 is 
fine for Black, as 24.:!:% 1 d6? !  can be met by 
24 ... :!:%e l t 25 .ifl We5+. 

2I  ••. %Yxd4t 22Jl:xd4 i.f5= 
The players soon agreed a draw in Giri - So, 

Paris (rapid) 20 1 6. 

D) 9.t0b5 j,e7 

This is Black's best response, preserving 
the bishop and preparing co chase the knight 
away. White may proceed with DI) 10.%Yc2 or 
D2) 10.0-0. 

DI) 10.%Yc2 

This move can easily transpose co one of the 
later variations if White follows up with short 
castling, but both sides have the option of 
avoiding the transposition should they wish to. 

10 • • •  a6 1 1 .t0c3 i.d6 
This invites a transposition co a mainstream 

variation. 

The independent alternative is: 
1 l ...b5 ! ?  

Quite an attractive option, as  Black steers the 
game in the direction of his own choosing, 
rather than giving White the choice. 
Objectively it seems perfectly playable, for 
example: 

1 2.ie2 ib7 1 3.a3 id6 1 4.llle4! ?  
1 4.0-0 transposes to  the note on 1 4.a3 in 
variation 0232 on page 22 1 ;  and may be 
White's best. 

14 .. . lllxe4 1 5.Wxe4 :!:%b8 
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k Cappelle-la-
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Another idea is: 
12.al ,5 13.dxe5 

ommon reaction buc n;; 13 d5 has been a c 
. 13 ... ltJe7 14.h3 

· 
ood one. 

r:-. 6 18 0-0 
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r.;-r. .... ;- W;i ??.E• 8 � �� '• ";fl'(l � & r.% -" ,,,::? � 7 ��• . . . .. %� • � 6 , . ��·�'······· 5 � ." �"�W.% �� �� 1.,• r� � 4 ."*"�w� . . . .  "B ·� � �� •�r� ' 3Hfilf --�fl 2 -�1�8 .. ·· · ·m • : � � 
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'N 
0 QI Wxe3t 

15 ... id6. 
• xc3 "!!J,7 17. - : . fiu 

15 ixc3 16.£ 
prom1smg -�hl Wb6 19.f5t w�f:

s 
Tirana 2011. 

18."' 
Hou Yoan, 

d 
White in Koneru -
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. 

The text move . hose analysis runs. • by Mikhalchis�
�o �c5 18.�ael h6 19.icl 16.id3 �e8 17. 

4 ib?oo We? 20.�hl b5 21.e 

12 ••. c!Lixe4 13.'Wxe4 'We? 

I m ��-8 :iB,.t�sf1'e .1. 7 · · ·�&!•" '• & • • M a m,,, 6 •• , .... �·· "• • 5 . ·�1. llli. -���,,,� �� 
4 �. · •,tldBw.,, 3 � ��,�·ef · W� A if� "%� �+ � �o�.07: .... 2 A f�.�--,,:v.,�/., ·r,{ .... -� Ff' 

Oz .. .. . � 
'� . � � 1 � • ) ' 

h d e f g a b c 
-ON 

the following 
14.0 

d ro improve on 
ib3" ib7 

White nee s 
15 Wc2 b5 16. .. 14 ic3?! f5! · 

� 2 
game: . 

�d2" ltJa5 19.£a 17.a3 b4 18.£ .. 
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a b c d e f g h 
19 ... b3! 20 . .ixb3 .ie4 21.Wi'dl lllxb3 22.Wi'xb3 
�ab8+ Javakhishvili - Milliet, Reykjavik 2015. 

14 ... e5 
14 ... f5!? 15.Wi'd3 b5 16 . .ib3 .ib7 also 

seems reasonable. It is worth mentioning the 
following tactical idea: l 7.e4 

8 i. ��-0 
�

\\'lf, .. -7 �.i.t� �m� �i ·� i)--·/,-,,,,,/,� : T�-----Y.�T� 4 �� ��!� �� 

3 f�ii��� 
� � ��- ��-0 2 �� � ���f� '"f"'"

� 

,,,,,Y,� -��----
a b c d e f g h 

17 ... lllb4! 18 . .ixb4 fxe4 19.i.xd6 Wi'xd6 
20.Wi'e3 exf3 21.Wxe6t iiih8 22.Wxd6 cxd6 
23.�fel fxg2 24.�acl �ac8 25.i.e6 �xcl 
26.�xc 1 i.f3 The endgame should be a draw. 

15 .d5!? 
15.�acl exd4 16.Wxe7 lllxe7= gives Black 

no problems. 
15 . .id5 exd4 16.exd4 Wi'xe4 17 . .ixe4 �e8 

18.�fel llle7= is also fine for us. 

15  .. . �bS 16.'f;Yc2 �g4m 
With a complex game where Black's chances 

are not worse. 

02) 10.0-0 a6 1 1 .fllc3 .i.d6 

12.e4?! is never played, as the simple 12 ... e5 
gives Black at least equal chances. 

12.i.e2 e5 13.d5 llle7 14.e4 lllg6 15.�fel h6 
16.Wc2 was played in one GM game. Black 
has a few ways of handling the position, but 
my preference is: 
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(16 ... lllh5 l 7.g3 ig4 18 . .ie3 Wd7 led to 20.Wa3 E!bd8 21.Wc5 '1Wd6 22.Wxd6 E!xd6t 
normal play in Matlakov - Najer, Moscow left White with a small edge in Lenic -
2010, but White's bishop on e2 is better suited Moiseenko, Moscow 2010. 
for this type of position) 17.E!acl c6 l 8.dxc6 
(18.E!edl ?! cxd5 19.lllxd5 lllxd5 20.exd5 14.e4 
Wf6+) 18 ... ixc6 19.E!edl We7 20.ie3 E!ac8 Here I would be tempted to try: 
Black is at least equal. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

021) 12JUe1 

a b c d e f g h 
White is looking to support a subsequent 

advance of the e-pawn. 

12 . . .  e5 13.d5 �e7 
13 ... e4!? can sometimes be considered in 

such positions. It is certainly playable here, 
although 14.lllxe4 lllxe4 15.dxc6 lllxd2 
16.lllxd2 ixh2t 

15.dxc6 tDxc6 16.h3?! 
l 6.id5 ig4= seems fine for Black. The text 

move may seem like sensible prophylaxis, but 
it runs into a familiar tactical trick. 

8 7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 
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1 6  .. . .ixh3! �is idea could easil 
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13 . . .  �xe5 14 . .ie2 
After 14.lllxe5 ixe5 the d-file is opened 

up, but White has no good discovered attack 
against the black queen. After the further 15.f4 
id6 16.h3 a simple improvement is: 

8 
7 6 5 4 3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
16 ... if5!N Black takes control over the 
e4-square while threatening ... b5, since the 
a8-rook is now defended. (It is worth 
mentioning that the thematic 16 ... ixh3?! 
does not work so well here - after the further 
17.gxh3 b5 18.lllxb5 axb5 19.'&xb5 �b8 
20.'&f5 White was better in Pujari - Bakre, 
Pune 2014.) 

After the text move Black has a choice of 
playable lines. 

which is worth including for the sake of variety. 
The simple option is: 
14 ... '&e7 

This is a normal move, and was played in one 
of my favourite Ragozin games of all time 
- see the model game in the Introduction 
on page 218. (The move numbering is 
different because of the lllb5-c3 and 
... ie7-d6 manoeuvres in the present 
variation. Best play continues: 

15.'&c2N 
After 15.lllg5?! if5+ Black went on to 
score a splendid victory in Nakamura -
Mamedyarov, Moscow 2013. 

15 ... lllxf3t 16.ixf3 �e8= 
Followed by ... ig4, with a comfortable 

game for Black. (The immediate l 6 ... ig4= is 
fine too.) 

15 .Yfc2 
15.lllxb5?? lllxf3t 16.ixf3 id? wins a piece. 

15.ixb5?! lllxf3t 16.gxf3 ih3 gives Black 
dangerous attacking chances. 

15  . . .  .ib7 16.�xe5 he5 17.f4 .id6 18 . .if'3 

a b c d e f g h 
18 . . .  .ixa!N 

l 8 ... '&c8? 19.e4 �e8 20.e5± was unfortunate 
for Black in Fedoseev - P. Smirnov, Khanty­
Mansiysk 2013. 
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19.gxf3!? 
19 .E:xf3 gives Black comfortable play after 

19 ... We7= with ... b4 to come. 

19 . . .  We7 20.e4 gad8 21 .©hl tllhS 22.tlle2 
Wh4 23.e5 

23 ... ie? also leaves the position unclear but 
roughly balanced. 

24.exd6 
24.ie3 should be met by 24 ... ie7= 

intending .. .f6. 

24 .. J;de8 25.tllc3 tllg3t 26.©gl tll e2t 
27.tllxe2!? 

26.�hl tlig3t is an immediate draw. 

27 .. Jhe2 
Threatening mate, so White's reply is forced. 

2sJ;f2 gxfl 29.©xfl Wxh2t 30.©fl Whit 
31 .©fl= 

White must accept the draw. (31.i>e2?? 
would give Black an extra half-point after 
31...i:!e8t 32.�d3 Wxf3t 33.i>d4 c5t 
34.Wxc5 i:!e4t 35.�d5 i:!c4t 36.�e5 We4 
mate!) 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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D23) 12.Wc2 

a b c d e f g h 
This has been White's most popular choice, 

and the position has arisen via a few different 
move orders. I decided to include two 
contrasting options for Black: D231) 12 . . .  eS 
is the most obvious move, but D232) 12 . . .  bS!? 
is a promising alternative which had been used 
successfully by some strong GMs. 

D231) 12 . . .  eS 13.dxeS 

13.d5 is less challenging; the natural 13 ... tlie700 
leads to standard play, but Black can also 
consider 13 ... tlib4!?00 to gain time against 
White's queen, with ... c6 coming next. 

13 .. . tllxeS 14.tllxeS .ixeS 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
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1S.f4 
This has been White's usual choice; it is hard 

to see any other way for him to attempt to 
cause problems. 

1s  . . .  i.d6 16.i.d3 @hs!? 
This seems like the best way to deal with 

White's kingside ambitions. 

l 6 ... h6 is playable, although l 7.ll'ie4! is slightly 
annoying. 17 ... ll'ixe4 18.ixe4 We7 19.ic3 c6 
20.Ei:f3 f6 21.Ei:g3 ie6 22.Wie2 Wh8 23.ic2 
ig8 24.Wg4 The position is objectively okay 
for Black, but he still had to weather some 
initiative in Krasenkow - Prusikin, Germany 
2007 

16 ... We7 occurred in Moser - Gross, Austria 
2011, when 17.<i>hl !?N would have been 
a logical way of preparing e3-e4. 17 ... icS 
l 8.h3;!:; White is ready to march forwards in 
the centre. 

17.@hl bS 

8 i.�J.s �� � 7 ��--- ,,%
� ·1"m·1 �� - - - - - "� -"'� �c/1'·---"� 6 ·� � .a1. � ��-----"� //,,,,,;� : I!� llll ll�llll �% "//, ��-d----%� 3 � �j,,r� m ��ref\iiil��----"m ��� 2 0/0%'§1� �0/0 

1 
� ... . % ...... �-�-� 

a b c d e f g h 
18.e4!N 

18.ll'ie4 if5! shows why the king went to 
h8. After the further 19.ll'ixf6 ixd3 20.Vfixd3 
Wxf6 21.ic3 We6 22.e4 f6 23.b3 the position 
was equal and the players agreed a draw in 
Radjabov - Kramnik, Dortmund 2003. 

The text move is a good try for an advantage, 
although White will have to follow it up 
precisely. 

18 . . .  i.b7 19.eS �g4 20.h31Wh4 21 .�e4! 
The only move; instead 21.ie4?? Wg3! 

22.hxg4 Wh4t 23.<i>gl ic5t-+ would be 
disastrous for White. 

8 
7 
6 5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
21 .  .. fS! 22.exd6 cxd6 23.@gl !  

23.iel Wh5 does not really help White. 

23 . . .  fxe4 24.he4 E:ac8 2S.Vfid3 i.xe4 
26.1.Wxe4 �f6� 
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0232) 12  . . .  bS!? 

Although the previous line is playable for 
Black, it seems as though White can press for 
an advantage if he is sufficiently well prepared. 
The text move makes it harder for him to do 
that, although the position can become rather 
complicated and tricky for both sides. 

s K �.i.� ��-
1 ��-----,%-,,y,- · 
6 fQi)�·-----�� �� ,,,,,Y,� '�,,,,,;� : �j ,��ll llll 3 �Jim' '�!-� ��,�,,,,,;�(ef""��/� ��,� 2 8w�w� w� 8w� 
1 �--,,%.,,,,,Y,•rm·,,, 

a b c d e f g h 
13.ie2 

This has been the usual choice, although 
White could also consider: 
13.ib3 ib7 

I briefly checked 13 ... lllb4 but after 14.Wbl 
it is not clear what the knight is doing. 

14.a3!?N 
A useful waiting move. 
l 4.e4 e5 l 5.dxe5 lllxe5 was fine for Black in 
Aranha Filho - Sienkiewicz, corr. 2011. 
14.l"i:acl ?! llla5+ is certainly not an 
improvement for White. 

l 4 ... llla5!? 
14 ... e500 is another possible direction. 

15.ia2 lllc4 16.ixc4 bxc4 17.e4 c5! 18.e5!? 
18.ie3 cxd4 19.ixd4= leads to calmer play. 

8 .i � � � �-· 7 �i•" , % •• ,v,., �� ��-0 �z-,,,v----%� 6 , . �·- � 
5 � %.,,,,,Y,� .... . :. 
4 

�-7:·%���L.%.�� 
3 � 7f.� .... z.�-· · · ·j%' '�· - - - - '�p �%1-0 �%1'0 2 �v�� t� � t� 

. . .  f . . . z�
�� ·:m - - · ·  

a b c d e f g h 
18 ... cxd4 19.exf6 ixf3 20.gxf3 Wxf6 21.llle4 
Wxf3 22.lllxd6 Wg4t= 

With perpetual checks. Obviously this is 
just a sample line; the whole line is roughly 
balanced but the game could go in all sorts of 
different directions. 

13 .•. ib7 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
14.tll e4 

White has also tried: 
14.a3 

A few other games arrived here via 
transposition. 

14 ... e5 15.id3 
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15.l=!adl exd4 16.exd4 h6 17.l'!fel l'!e8 

_
18.h3 

-
�e?oo gave Black a decent position 

m Sas1kiran - Drozdovskij, Beijing (blitz) 
2008, with ... c5 possibly on the cards in the 
near future. 
15.d5 CiJe7 16.e4 h6= followed by ... c6 
was safe enough for Black in Sachdev 
- Zdebskaja, Beijing (rapid) 2008. An 
interesting alternative would is 16 ... c6!?N 
17.ig5 cxd5 18.ixf6 gxf6 19.CiJxd5 ixd5 
20.exd5 l'!c8� followed by ... e4 and .. .fS, 
with a dynamic position reminiscent of the 
Sveshnikov Sicilian. 

8 .i �. � ��· 7 �-*-- 9·.r� 
6 , •• ��- %� 
5 �: . ..

.. � • . � 
4 • � %� �� �M ;,r.;:(. . %w. � �% 
3 .d &J�W�ltJB 
2 �v•���w/� � .... %_..� .. i.�iw� 

a b c d e f g h 
l 5 ... exd4 16.exd4 CiJe7 l 7.CiJg5!?N 

l 7.CiJe4 CiJxe4 18.ixe4 ixe4 19.Wxe4 
Wd7= was pretty harmless in Krasenkow _ 
Arutinian, Wroclaw 2012. 
Th� text move looks like a natural attempt 
to improve, bur the following line seems fine 
for Black. 

l 7 ... h6 l 8.CiJge4 CiJed5 
18 ... CiJcG!? is playable too. 

l 9.CiJxd6 cxd6 20.l'!fe 1 l'!c8 21.l'!acl b4 
22.axb4 CiJxb4 23.Wbl CiJxd3 24.Wxd3= 

With a level game. 

14 . . .  �xe4 15.Wxe4 gbs 16.Wc2 

8 �� � ��-7 � . .f ...... %.,Y,_, 
6 •m/,lll-•m· .. /,� 

: �r,;-r1� 3 m/, .. m . . �ll)m 2 A ff�illXIW% � �� A �Af 0 %'0% \§§ ���d 0 �b d .... % •••••• �.�=···· 
a b c d e f g h 

16 . . .  fS!N 
Black should avoid: 

16 ... e5? 
This is a thematic move, so it is important 
to see why it does not work so well in this 
particular position. 

l 7.id3! exd4 
17 ... h6 18.ih7t iiih8 19.ie4± wins a pawn. 

18.ixh?t iiih8 19.ie4 dxe3 20.fxe3! 
20.ixe3 CiJb4 was equal in Mozharov -
Movsesian, Pardubice 2015. 
The text move is more accurate and the 
resulting position holds considerable danger 
for Black. 

7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
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20 ... WeB? 
20 ... Wf6N rs better although 21.:B:acl± 
maintains some pressure. 
The text move allows White to launch a 
powerful attack. 

21.tllg5! f5 
Or 21...We5 22.:B:f3. 

22.:B:f3 :B:f6 23.:B:h3t :B:h6 

8 �� �if� :(ii �.,..��f%�� ��·d"'" 7 �-... ��- '0 ���t,.,. 6 iD'il� � � 
5 r� ,,,,.�� lm""' 
4 �� ��,�',,. .. ,:� �� �W%�� 3 ��-0 ��-J&� �! 2 8 t�-�� .. 8 t� ""{"'%-�� ��-�f" 

a b c d e f g h 
24.i.xc6!N 

24.ixf5?! 'only' gave White a big advantage 
in Sakaev - Vitiugov, Khanty-Mansiysk 
2007. The text move should win by force, 
for example: 

24 ... ixc6 25.:B:xh6t gxh6 26.Wxf5 hxg5 
27.ic3t <i1g8 28.Wxg5t <i1f7 29.Wf6t ©gs 
30.Wg7# 

17.a4 
17.:B:acl Wf6 18.Wb3 g5!� looks good for 

Black. 

17 . . .  tll e7 18.axb5 axb5 19JUcl i.e4 20.�dl 
20.Wb3 id5 leads nowhere for White. 

20 . . .  t£ig6m 
Black has decent prospects on the kingside. 

Conclusion 

7.id2 is a reasonable move but the bishop 
is not terribly active, so Black gets a pretty 
comfortable game after the straightforward 
7 ... dxc4 8 . .ixc4 id6. White has a few 
playable moves, but he may as well throw in 
9.tllb5 ie7 in order to force Black to spend a 
tempo on ... a6. It seems to me that the most 
critical continuation is 10.0-0 a6 11.tllc3 id6 
12.Wc2, when Black has a choice. 12 ... e5 leads 
to interesting play but my analysis indicates 
that White can fight for an advantage in a 
sharp position by improving over the Radjabov 
- Kramnik game from 2003. However, 
12 ... b5!? seems like a good choice; Black's 
practical results have been excellent so far, 
and I found a useful improvement with 
16 .. .fS!N in the main line, which gives Black 
active prospects on the kingside. 





PART IV 

5.lb3 



Introduction to 5.ib3 

1 .d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.tllf3 tllf6 4.tLJc3 J.h4 S.'1Wb3 
This interesting move has started to pick up in popularity of late. White looks to protect 

himself against doubled c-pawns while picking up a tempo attacking the bishop on b4. 
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a b c d e f g h 
5 .. . cS 

As White is bringing his queen out early, I would like to play dynamically in the centre, so this 
active response makes perfect sense. 

5 . . .  a5!? is a playable, easy-to-learn alternative which is covered in a short section at the start of 
the next chapter. 

6.dxc5 
This is White's main try for an advantage, and it will be covered in Chapter 1 2 . 

6.a3?!, 6.e3 and 6.t.g5 are relatively easy to handle. 

The only really serious alternative to the main line is: 
6.cxd5 exd5 7.dxc5 lllc6 

7 . . .  '1Wa5!? is an interesting alternative which I also analyse in the next chapter. 
8.t.g5 
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8 ... ie6! 
8 ... h6 9.ixf6 \M/xf6 is a reasonable 
alternative, and the resulting position can 
also be reached via the move order 6.dxc5 
lllc6 7.ig5 h6 8.ixf6 Wxf6 9.cxd5 exd5. 
Being able to aim for the same variation 
against two different White options (6.cxd? 
and 6.dxc5) is a good way to reduce one s 
study time, and I analyse it in Chapter 12 for 
that very reason. However, I think Black can 
do better by choosing separate lines against 
both of those options. Further details can be 
found in the next two chapters. 

9.0-0-0 0-0 10.e4 dxe4! 11.:!:'!:xd8 ixb3 
It's complicated, but Black is not worse. See 

B42 of Chapter 11 for the full picture. 
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a b c d e f g h 
6 ••. llla6! 

This is not so common but it seems like the 
most convincing equalizer to me. 

In the first part of Chapter 12 I cover the more 
popular 6 ... llic6. The main line continues: 
7.ig5 h6 8.ixf6 \M/xf6 9.cxd5 exd5 (This 
position can also arise via the 6.cxd5 move 
order, as mentioned in the earlier note on 
8 ... h6.) 10.e3 ie6 

8 .i � �-· ��-),,,, 7 -� · - - · � ,,,,,%� �� "&f"'"� 6 •• �j_LJ �----
5 ��-��-�-� 4 �A] ··� �,, ,,,,, "� tiJ-U � �-,;lfj��J� :� �J��� �?'6''0(�"•� � � � %�-� 

a b c d e f g h 
11.ib5 ixc5 12.lllxd5 ixd5 13.Wxd5 ib4t! 
White has won a central pawn but is forced to 
misplace his king. In variation A22 of Chapter 
12 I show that this is playable for Black - but 
overall I feel he has an easier time after my 
main recommendation. 

7.a3 
7.ig5?! \M/a5! 8.ixf6 lllxc5! is a useful trick 

to remember. 

7 .. . hc3t 8.Wxc3 �xc5 
All this will be analysed in Chapter 12. 

For now, I will just mention that the normal 
continuation is: 
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9.cxd5 'llYxd5 10  . .ie3 ltlce4 
Black's lead in development is enough to 

compensate for White's bishop pair. 



Chapter 1 1  

Sidelines 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a �f6 4.�c3 .ib4 s.Y;Yb3 

A) 5 . . .  a5!? 
B) 5 . . .  c5 

B l )  6.a3?! 
82) 6.e3 
83) 6.J.g5 
84) 6.cxd5 exd5 7.dxc5 

841 )  7 . . .  Y;YaS!? 
842) 7 .. . � c6 

a b c d e f g h 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlla tllf6 4.tllc3 i.b4 
5.Wb3 

This chapter deals with some of the less 
common pathways in the 5.Wl'b3 system. We 
will start by considering an interesting sideline 
for Black in A) 5 . . .  a5!?, followed by some 
of White's minor alternatives after my main 
recommendation ofB) 5 .. . c5 . 

A) 5 .. . a5!? 

This has only been played in about ten games 
so far, compared with nearly 300 games with 
5 ... c5. The text move does not put White's 
centre under immediate pressure, but it 
maintains a solid position and gives Black the 
possibility of gaining space on the queenside 
with ... a4 in some lines. 

a b c d e f g h 
6.i.g5 

Pinning the knight is the most natural 
choice. 

6.a3 a4! is a nice tactical point. (6 ... i.xc3t 
7.Wl'xc3 lt:le4 8.Wl'c2 0-0 9.e3 b6 was close to 
equal in Dragun - Vitiugov, Wroclaw 2014) 
7.Wl'c2 (7.Wl'xb4? lt:lc6 8.Wl'c5 :B:a5 9.lllb5 llle4-+ 
and Black catches the queen) 7 ... i.xc3t 
8.Wl'xc3 lt:le4 9.Wl'c2 Black has more than one 
decent continuation. 

a b c d e f g h 
9 ... c5 (There is also 9 ... 0-0N 10.e3 b6, just 
like in the Dragun - Vitiugov game, except 
that Black has the extra ... a4 move which 
gains space and improves Black's control over 
the light squares) 10.e3 Wl'a5t l l .i.d2 lllxd2 
12.Wl'xd2 dxc4 13.i.xc4 In Pasztor - Z. Papp, 
Budapest 2000, Black should have continued 
with: 

6 .. . c6 
6 ... lt:lc6 is mentioned by Ramirez. However, 

7.a3 a4 8.Wl'c2 ixc3t 9.Wl'xc3 0-0 10.e3 
llla5 l 1.lt:ld2 was slightly better for White in 
Toprover - Leonidov, Voronezh 1997, so I 
prefer the text move. 
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7.a3 

a b c d e f g h 

Quite a high-level game continued 7.e3 
lllbd7 8.a3 iie7 9.iie2 h6 10.iih4 0-0 11.0-0 
llle4 12.iixe7 'ffxe7 13.'ffc2 f5 14.:B:abl and 
here Black could have obtained equal chances 
with: 

s l.D..t� ��• 7 
� 

l•'1 __ , , , ,V.� 6 %� ·� ,,,,� , , , , , %. 
5 -��� T� T��- -
4 ,,,,3� !�1� �� 

'% �c'./--3�n �� 3 � ;�'. ��ltJ� 
2 ,,,,,%�-� �� r;� 

·1·�-1�----
a b c d e f g h 

14 ... b6!N= Preparing to develop the bishop on 
b7, or possibly a6. (14 ... llld6 led to an eventual 
victory for Black in Grandelius - Topalov, 
Warsaw 2013, but White could have obtained 
somewhat better chances in a complicated 
position after 15.c5!N.) 

7 •• .i.e7 8.e3 h6 9.i.h4 0-0 10.i.e2 b6 1 1 .0-0 
i.a6 12.i.xfG i.xf6 13.E:fdl 

This position occurred in one game, where 
Black had the right idea but muddled up his 
move order. The correct sequence is: 

14.i.xc4 a4 
Now White doesn't have the option of taking 

on a4 in view of the ... b5 fork. 

15 .'ff a2 i.xc4 16.'ffxc4 
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a b c d e f g h 
16  . . .  bS 17.'ffe2 llld7 18.:B:acl 'ffb6m 

It's a double-edged middlegame. Black has 
a backward c-pawn, and is unable to free his 
position with ... c5 or ... e5 right now. On the 
other hand, Black's minor pieces can guard 
the c5-outpost and he has gained some space 
on the queenside while fixing White's pawns 
there. Looking ahead, Black can try to prepare 



232 Part IV - Ragozin 5.Wb3 

either ... c5 or ... e5, or even ... b4 to exert 
pressure along the b-file. 

B) 5 . . .  cS 

Now we turn our attention to White's 
alternatives against our main move -
remembering that 6.dxc5 will be covered in 
the next chapter. 

In the rest of this chapter we will consider 
Bl) 6.a3?!, B2) 6.e3, B3) 6.igS and 
B4) 6.cxd5. 

Bl)  6.a3?! 

6 . . .  ixc3t 7.'Wxc3 
Black also gets easy play after: 7.bxc3 llic6 

8.cxd5 exd5 9.dxc5 llie4 10.e3 

10 ... 0-0!?N Followed by ... llixc5 and Black is 
at least equal. (10 ... WaS also worked out well 
after l l .ib2 0-0 12.'®bS a6 13.'Wxa5 llixa5 
14.l"i:d 1 ?! ie6+ in Milchev - Alvarez Pedraza, 
Torredembarra 2011.) 

7 .. .  cxd4 8.'Wxd4 
8.llixd4?! e5 9.ctJf3?! (9.ctJb5N may be the 

lesser evil although 9 . .. 0-0 10.cxd5 llixd5+ 
gives Black the more pleasant position thanks 
to his lead in development) 9 ... d4 10.'®c2 
White is asking for trouble, especially after the 
following improvement: 

8 .i. •-*-�• � �� 
7 �·� ·-,,%� ·-· 
6 . ;,.�.�- ,;,� 5 �� �.0 . . . � 
4 �., •.. ;,.�. 
3 ?fj n nct:J� 

,,,;,®'%'��®'%�®'0 2 'J[!J;,ff; ��J[j��tj 
� � �i.�l:t 

a b c d e f g h 
10 . . .  e4!N (10 ... llic6 also gives Black a good 
position, although 1 l .e4!? at least granted 
White some central stability in Kochetkov -
Maiorov, Minsk 2008) 1 l .ctJd2 '®e7--+ White 
is in considerable danger. 

a b c d e f g h 
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8 . . .  tlJc6 9.'?Nh4 
Interestingly, this position has mostly arisen 

via the move order l .d4 tlif6 2.c4 e6 3.tlif3 
�b4t 4.tlibd2 c5 5.a3 �xd2t 6.'?Nxd2 cxd4 
7.iWxd4 tlic6 8.iWh4 d5. In our version it is 
Black to move instead of White, so we have 
every reason to feel confident. 

9 . . .  d4 
9 ... h6!?N also looks like a sensible option, 

for instance: 10.e3 e5 1 l .cxd5 iWxd5 12.�c4 
'\Wd6oo 

10.e3 
This was played in the only game on my 

database, but opening the centre carries 
obvious risks. 

10.b4N makes more sense to me, though after 
10 ... 0-0 1 l .�g5 e500 Black can certainly be 
satisfied with the outcome of the opening. 

a b c d e f g h 
10 . . .  e5 1 1 .exd4 e4 

11 ... �g4!?t is also promising. 

12.d5 exf313.dxc6 .tg4 14 . .te3 '?Na5t 15 .b4 
'?Ne5 16.gcl 

a b c d e f g h 
16  . . .  0-0!N 

16 ... iWb2? 17.cxb7 Ei:d8 led to a quick win 
for Black after further errors on both sides 
in Tindall - A. Toth, Canberra 2009. At this 
stage though, White could have refuted Black's 
attack by means of 18.gxf3!N �xf3 19.b8=iW! 
0-0 (19 ... Ei:xb8 20.iWf4+-) 20.iWxd8 Ei:xd8 
2 l .�d3! l"i:xd3 22.0-0 with a decisive material 
advantage. 

17.gxf3 
17.cxb7? Ei:ae8 leaves White without a good 

defence, for instance: 18.gxf3 �xf3 19.l"i:gl 
iWb2-+ 

17 . . .  .txf3 18.ggl gad8 
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19.i.e2! 
The only move, as 19.cxb7?? 'Wc3t leads to 

an immediate mate. 

19 . . .  he2 20.<i!?xe2 bxc6m 
The situation remains unclear, although 

White's king still looks far from comfortable. 
Although 6.a3?! does not quite lead to an 
advantage for Black by force, I can't imagine 
why anyone would want to play it. 
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B2) 6.e3 

a b c d e f g h 
This is too slow to cause any problems. 

Common-sense development should give 
Black a fine position, so I will just give a few 
relevant examples. 

6 . . .  lll c6 7.cxdS 
7.a3 .ixc3t 8.bxc3 looks strange. 8 ... 0-0 

(the immediate 8 ... ltJa5 is also good) 9 . .ie2 
ltJa5 10.'Wa2 ltJe4 l l ..id2 dxc4 12 . .ixc4 
ltJxc4 13.'Wxc4 b6 14.0-0 .ib?+ G. Johansson 
- Grandelius, Sweden 2010. 

7.dxc5 0-0 8 . .id2 .ixc5 9.cxd5 exd5 l OJ'kl ? 
(10 . .ie2 .ie6+) 10 ... d4! 11.liJdl ltJe4 12 . .id3 
ltJxd2 13.ltJxd2 .ib4-+ was a disaster for White 
in Deutsch - Zubov, Petah Tiqwa 2010. 

7 .. .  exdS 
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a b c d e f g h 
8.dxcS 0-0 9.i.e2 

9 . .id2 .ixc5 transposes to the previous note. 

9 . . .  J.e6!? 
This is not the only decent move, but it's the 

most dynamic. 

10.llld4 hes 
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a b c d e f g h 
l l .l£ixe6 fxe6 12.0-0 

12.'Wxb?? ltJb4 wins material. 

12 . . .  'We7:i: 
Black's central control, active pieces and 

open f-file were more relevant than White's 
bishop pair in Karpov - Kramnik, Monte 
Carlo (blindfold) 1997. 
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B3) 6.i.g5 

This is not the most common move order 
but it's an important one to consider, as it can 
easily transpose to certain 5 .ig5 lines which 
fall outside of our repertoire. 

6 ... dxc4!? 
A rare move, but it's the one that makes the 

most sense for us . 

Both 6 . . .  lll bd7 and 6 . . .  h6 7 .ixf6 Wxf6 
transpose to popular variations which usually 
occur via the 5 .ig5 move order, neither of 
which are covered in this book. 

6 . . .  lll c6 is a sensible choice, but you need to 
be aware that 7.dxc5 transposes to 6 .dxc5 lll c6 
7.ig5 , as covered in variation A of the next 
chapter. If you prefer, as I do, to meet 6.dxc5 
with 6 . . .  lll a6 , as analysed in variation B of the 
next chapter, then the text move makes more 
sense. 

7.Y;!fxc4 
I only found three games from this position, 

with 7 . . .  ixc3t , 7 . . .  Wd5 and 7 . . .  lll c6 having 
been played. I prefer a fourth option: 
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a b c d e f g h 
7 ••. cxd4!N 

I like the idea of exchanging in the centre 
while White is not quite developed. 

I also considered the surprising 7 . . .  b5 ! ?N 
8 .Wxb5t lllbd7 when Black looks to have 
the makings of decent compensation. 
Unfortunately, after the accurate 9 .e3 0-0 
I O .ie2 l:!b8 l 1 .Wd3 ia5 1 2 .0-0! I was unable 
to find equality for Black. 

SJ�dl!? 
This seems like the most ambitious try, 

although we are obviously exploring brand 
new territory so I have included a few more 
sample lines: 

8 .lllxd4 lll a6 9 .e3 (9.e4 id? 1 0 .e5?  Wa5+) 
9 . . .  id7 intending . . .  !!c8 with active play for 
Black. 

8 .ixf6 gxf6 9 .lllxd4 lll a6 1 0 .e3 id? l I .Wb3 
Wb6 1 2 .ixa6 ixc3t 1 3 .Wxc3 Wxa600 Black's 
pawns have been slightly weakened but his 
pieces are active and White is unable to castle 
for the time being. 

One of the points of Black's last move is to 
meet 8 .Wxb4 with 8 . . .  lll c6! ,  gaining a tempo 
for development. 9 .Wa3 dxc3 1 0 .Wxc3 
( 1 0 .bxc3 id? l l .e3 Wa5 1 2 .Wxa5 lllxa5 
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1 3  . .id3 !!c8=) 1 0  . . .  .id?f! Black's lead in 
development makes up for White's bishop pair. 
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a b c d e f g h 
8 . .. J.xc3t! 

With this dynamic move, Black gives up the 
bishop pair and improves White's structure 
(as the b2-pawn will become a proud central 
pawn on d4) , but shuts down the activity of 
the white rook along the d-file and prepares to 
develop counterplay on the queenside. 

9.bxc3 0-0 10.cxd4 
1 0 .1'!xd4? !  is met by 1 0  . . .  Wfe?, intending 

. . .  e5. White has some problems, for instance: 
1 I .Wfb4 Wfxb4! Another dynamic move, 
improving White's structure but gaining time 
for development. 1 2 .cxb4 lli c6 1 3 .1'!c4 .id? 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 4 .e3 ( 1 4.a3 b5 1 5 .i'!cl a5+) 1 4  . . .  b5+ White's 
lack of development counts against him. 

10 ••. Ad?! 
This is the most flexible developing move. 

l l .e4 
l 1 .e3 ? ?  Wa5t!  would be a disaster for White. 

l l  ... h6 12.Lf<l Wf a5t!? 13.llid2 gxf6m 
Black's kingside weaknesses are not easy 

to attack; meanwhile, he has a lot of active 
possibilities on the queenside. 

B4) 6.cxd5 

This is the second-most-popular continuation 
(after 6 .dxc5) .  

6 .•• exd5 7.dxc5 
7.e3 llic6 transposes back to variation B2 

above. 

7 . .ig5 is sometimes played. There are two 
replies worth mentioning: 

a) 7 . . .  lli c6 is simplest, when 8 .dxc5 transposes 
to 7 .dxc5 llic6 8 . .ig5 , as covered in variation 
B42 below. 

b) 7 . . .  h6!? is a reasonable alternative, when 
White has two possibilities: 

b l )  8 . .ih4?! is too cooperative: 8 . . .  g5 (8 . . .  lli c6 
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is also sensible) 9 .i.g3 Wa5 !?N 1 0 .dxc5 
lll e4 1 Uk l  0-0 1 2 .e3 llld7 1 3 .a3 i.xc3t 
1 4 .bxc3 llldxc5 Black has some initiative, 
and 1 5 .Wxd5? ?  is impossible due to 1 5  . . .  l:!d8 
1 6 .Wa2 lllxc3 and Black wins. 

b2) White should prefer 8 . .ixf6 Wxf6, which 
converts to variation Al of Chapter 2, where 
the same position arises after 5 . cxd5 exd5 
6 .i.g5 h6 7 .i.xf6 Wxf6 8 .Wb3! ?  c5 .  This is 
fully playable for Black although it does have a 
tendency to lead to rather dry equality, which 
is why I also cover 8 . . .  Wb6 as an alternative to 
8 . . .  c5 in that chapter. 

After the text move it is worth considering 
B4l) 7 ... Wa5!? and B42) 7 ... tl\c6. 

B41) 7 . . .  Wa5!? 

This is an interesting way to avoiding some of 
the complications of the main line, and it is 
relatively untested so far. 

8 . .id2 
8 .ig5 ? !  can now be met by 8 . . .  lll e4+. 

8 . . .  tl\c6 9.e3 
9.a3 ?  d4 is problematic for White. 

9 .. . Wxc5 10.a3 .ia5 1 1 .Wa4 

1 1 .Wb5? !  Wd6 gives White a slightly worse 
version of the main line, as his queen is 
misplaced. After the further 1 2 .i.e2 0-0 1 3 .0-0 
a6 Black was doing well in K. Tan - Medina, 
Penang 20 1 2. 

1 1 .l:!cl  0-0 1 2 .Wa4 We7 ( 1 2  . . .  Wd6N also 
looks okay) was roughly equal in Hernandez -
Crespo, Chubut 20 14 .  

1 1 . . .  Wd6 
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a b c d e f g h 
12.tlid4!?N 

1 2 .i.d3 0-0 1 3 .0-0 a6 1 4 .Wh4 h6 1 5 .lll e2 
.ixd2 1 6.lllxd2 .ig4 1 7.lll c3 lll e5 was roughly 
level in Almeida Quintana - Vehi Bach, 
Barbera del Valles 20 1 0 . 

The text move is recommended by Sherbakov 
but I don't believe Black has too many 
problems. 

12  . . .  .ib6 
1 2  . . .  0-0 1 3 .lllxc6 i.xc3 1 4.i.xc3 bxc6 is 

close to equal but I don't see any need to give 
up the bishop pair. 

13.tl\cb5 Wd7 14.i.h4!? 
This seems like the only real chance to cause 

problems but Black has enough resources to 
deal with it. 
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a b c d e f g h 
14 . . .  �xd4 15.exd4 

1 5 .llld6t? !  Wd8 1 6 .Wxd?t 'it>xd7 1 7 .exd4 
a5 can only be dangerous for White. 

15 ... �e6t 16.J.e2 .id7 17.0-0 a6 1sJ=Uel 
�e4! 19.f'3 0-0-0 20.fxe4 a:xb5111 

The position is messy and double-edged, 
although the computer calls it dead equal. 

B42) 7 . . .  �c6 

This natural developing move has been the 
usual choice. 
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a b c d e f g h 
s . .ig5 

8 .a3 ixc5= is nothing to worry about. 

8 .ie3? !  defends the c5-pawn but is rather slow. 
After 8 . . .  lll e4 9 .a3 ixc3t 1 0 .bxc3 0-0 White 
was lagging behind with the development of 
his kingside in Fricke - John, corr. 2004. 

8 . . .  .ie6! 
8 . . .  h6 9 .ixf6 Wxf6 transposes to variation 

A2 of the next chapter and is a playable option 
for chose looking co cut down on theory -
although I must emphasize chat chis particular 
line is not my main recommendation for 
Black. 

After the text move it is White who needs to 
tread carefully to equalize. 

9 . . .  0-0 
After 9 . . .  d4? !  1 0 .Wa4 We?! Black's position 

cannot be refuted directly, but White can 
secure a positional advantage after l 1 .lllxd4 
ixc3 1 2 .bxc3 Wxc5 1 3 .lllxe6!?N ( 1 3 .ixf6 
Wxc3t 1 4.'it>b l gxf6 1 5 .lllxe6 fxe6 1 6 .e3 was 
also a touch better for White in Marculescu 
- Correa de Almeida, corr. 2009) 1 3  . . .  Wxc3t 
14 .Wc2 Wxc2t 1 5 .Wxc2 fxe6 1 6 .f3bs pointed 
out by Sherbakov. 
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9 . . .  'We7! ?  
This is a more reliable back-up to the main 
line. Play continues: 

1 0  . .ixf6 gxf6 1 1 .llJxd5 'Wxc5t 1 2 .'W°c2 

� i!.�l!Jf 6 . , . ,j·=
� .r�-� �� 

5 � �-�-----7.. 
4 �--- - -�. �. �� 

- - - - -"� �� �� 3 ��r0 �� �� ��-0 
2 8 t�W• 8 � 8 � - -- - - Z;-0;, r� :r� ·x;r 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  .ixd5 

1 2  . . .  0-0-0! ?N also looks interesting: 1 3 .e4 
Wxc2t 14 .©xc2 ic5 With active ideas such 
as . . .  f5, . . .  lll b4t and . . .  !!hg8 in the air, Black 
has definite compensation for the pawn. 

1 3 .'Wxc5 .ixc5 1 4 .!!xd5 .ixf2 1 5 .e4 0-0!?N 
1 5  . . .  !!g8 1 6 .©b l !!d8 occurred in two 
games, Zhang Ziyang - Hou Yifan, Xinghua 
20 1 0, and Harika - Arutinian, Dubai 20 1 0, 
when 1 7.g3!N llld4 1 8 .ig2;:!; would have 
secured a small edge for White. The text 
move is the computer's top choice, and a 
natural attempt to improve Black's play. 

1 6 .ib5 
1 6.'ttib l  !!fe8 enables Black to pick up the 
e-pawn. 

1 6  . . .  lll b4 1 7.!!d7 a6 1 8 .ia4 lllxa2t 1 9 .©b l 
b5 !  

White may be able to claim a tiny edge, but 
a draw is the most likely result. 

8 .i � ? � ��· 7 �·��-- - ,%� .,Y,_ .l 
6 '•l•fm 'm ·�r� �� / . . . . . .  �-� 5 � f� · - � 4 �- - - - - %- �- - - - - , %� 
3 �vm �m�m ��r�-- - - - :� ��-���,� 2 8 ��Y//'// ��l��JtJ 1 �:DJ,,&: 

a b c d e f g h 

10.e4 
1 0  . .ixf6? !  Wxf6 1 1 .lllxd5 is too greedy, and 

1 I . . .'Wh6t 1 2.e3 .ixc5 gives Black more than 
enough compensation. For example: 1 3 .'W°b5 
!!ac8 1 4 .'ttib l  ( 1 4 .Wxc5 ixd5 1 5 .©b l 
[ 1 5 .Wxd5? ?  lll b4t-+] 1 5  . . .  'Wg6t�) 1 4  . . .  b6 
1 5 .lll c3 lll b4 

8 -%�i ��·a 
: ...... ,f�-·-ifWJ·� �

� 
�
� : �--� ���� 

,,, . , . , ;% '"//. �W/.'0 �� 3 � � t�tl)-
2 �wr1--- - - '-�-- -J� �Wtj 

�� ra1�7:x;r 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6 .llld4? A blunder, but Black had plenty of 
activity for the pawn in any case. 16 . . .  !!fd8 
1 7.lllxe6 i'l:xd l t 1 8 .lllxd l 'Wg6t 1 9 .id3 
lllxd3 20.e4 'Wxe4 2 1 .f3 'Wg6 22.llJxc5 
lllxc5t 23 .©al  lllb3t! 0-1 Shimanov - Vidit, 
Chennai 20 1 1 .  
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10 . . .  dxe4! 1 1  . . .  .ixb3 12.gxas �has 
Black exposes his own queen but also opens Now White must make the right decision to 

a line of attack towards the white queen on b3. avoid being worse. 

7 
6 
4 3 2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

Clearly inferior is: 
l l ..ic4? V!ff e7 1 2 .llid2 

1 2 .he6 V!ffxe6 ( 1 2  . . .  exf3! ?+) 1 3 .V!ffxe6 fxe6 
1 4 .llid2 lli g4 1 5 .llidxe4 llixf2 1 6.llixf2 
gxf2 1 7.l'l:d2 ( 1 7 .l'l:d7 .ixc3 1 8 .bxc3 l'l:xg2+) 
1 7  . . .  .ixc5 1 8 .l'l:xf2 .ixf2+ 

1 2  . . .  WxcS 1 3  . .ixf6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  lliaS !  1 4 .Wa4 

14 .Wc2 llixc4 1 5 .llidxe4 Wast 1 6  . .id4 
l'l:ac8 1 7.l'l:he 1 .if5+ 

14 . . .  llixc4 1 5 .llidxe4 Vlib6 1 6 .llid5 hd5 
1 7.l'l:xd5 l'l:fc8 1 8 .@b l gxf6 1 9 .V!ffd7 .if8 
20.l'l:b5 V!ffc6 2 1 .V!ffxb7 Wfxe4t 

0-1 Boros - C. Balogh, Hungary 20 1 1 .  

a b c d e f g h 
13.tlld2 

1 3 .axb3? !  exf3 1 4  . .ixf6 gxf6 1 5 .llid5 .ixc5 
1 6 .llixf6t mg7 1 7.llie4 .ie7 1 8 .gxf3 llid4t is 
good for Black, as Sherbakov points out. 

13  . . .  .ie6 14 . .ixf6 e3!? 
1 4  . . .  gxf6 1 5 .llidxe4 f5 1 6 .a3 fxe4 1 7.axb4 

llixb4 1 8 .llixe4 mg7= also looks sensible. 

15 .tllde4 gxf6 16.fxe3 f5 

7 
6 5 4 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
17.a3! fxe4 18.axb4 tllxb4 19.tllxe4 �k8= 
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In Karthikeyan - Aleksandrov, New Delhi 
20 1 2, White was unable to prevent .. . f5 and 
. . .  �xc5 (t) , regaining the pawn with a balanced 
position. 

Conclusion 

5 . . .  a5 ! ?  is certainly playable, and could be a 
convenient choice to have in your repertoire. 
Still, 5 . . .  c5 seems like the right choice to 
analyse as our main line. 6.a3? !  and 6.e3 are 
both toothless, while 6 . .ig5 is not particularly 
critical either, although it does present some 
move-order challenges; I think that 6 . . .  dxc4! ?  
makes the most sense for us. We finished up 
by checking 6.cxd5 exd5 7.dxc5,  when both 
7 . . .  Wi'a5 ! ?  and 7 . . .  tl.Jc6 are playable, so you can 
choose whichever one you like the most. On 
a general note, quite a lot of the variations in 
this chapter have involved Black gaining time 
against the white queen, which highlights the 
main drawback of White's chosen system. 

24 1 



Chapter 12 

5 . . .  c5 6.dxc5 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a �f6 4.�c3 J.b4 5.'%Yb3 c5 6.dxc5 

A) 6 . . .  �c6 7.J.g5 h6 8.J.xf6 '%Yxf6 
Al)  9.e3 
A2) 9.cxd5 exd5 10.e3 J.e6!? l 1 .J.b5 J.xc5 

A2 1 )  12.0-0 
A22) 12.�xd5 

B) 6 . . .  �a6! 7.a3 bc3t 8.'%Yxc3 �xc5 
Bl )  9.b4 
82) 9.cxd5 '%Yxd5 10.J.e3 � ce4 

821 )  l l .YMe5 
822) 1 1 .'%Yd4 

243 
244 
247 
248 
248 
25 1 
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254 
254 
256 
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I .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a �£6 4.�c3 .ib4 
s.t!i'b3 c5 6.dxc5 

This is White's most popular and critical 
reply. His aim is to break up Black's centre 
without yet committing to cxd5,  which would 
open up a path for the c8-bishop. 

We will start by analysing A) 6 • • •  �c6, before 
moving on to my main recommendation of 
B) 6 ••. �a6!?. 

A) 6 • . •  �c6 

This is the most common reply; it leads to 
interesting play and has scored well so far. Some 
of the ensuing positions can also be reached via 
the 6.cxd5 move order, making it a convenient 
repertoire choice. Personally I think it's worth 
the extra effort learning the 6 . . .  tlia6 variation 
in conjunction with variation B4 of the 
previous chapter against 6.cxd5 ;  nevertheless, 
the present variation might appeal to some 
readers . 

7.J.g5 
This is the most popular move by far. 

The next-most-common choice is: 
7.e3? !  

This looks too timid, and Black easily gets a 
comfortable game. 

7 . . .  0-0 8 .J.d2 J.xc5 9.Eid l 
9 .Wc2 can be met by 9 . . .  d4!N 1 0 .exd4 
( I O .tlia4 dxe3 1 1 .fxe3 J.e?+) 1 0  . . .  tlixd4 
1 1 .tlixd4 Wxd4 1 2 .J.e3 We5 1 3 .0-0-0 
J.xe3t 1 4 .fxe3 Wxe3t+ and White's 
compensation is not sufficient. 

9 . . .  V/je? 
9 . . .  d4! ?  1 0 .tlia4 b6 1 1 .tlixc5 bxc5 1 2 .V/ja3 
( 1 2 .exd4 cxd4 1 3 .J.d3 e5+) 1 2  . . .  V/jb600 also 
leads to interesting play. 

1 0 .V/jc2 a6 1 1 .a3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . .dxc4N 

This seems simplest, although 1 1  . . .  ia? 
1 2 .b4 J.d7 1 3 .Wb3 d4! ?  1 4.exd4 e500 was an 
interesting way to put pressure on White in 
Van Wessel - Winants, Netherlands 20 1 2 . 

1 2 .J.xc4 b5 1 3 .J.d3 J.b7 1 4 .0-0 Eiac8+ 
Black has the more harmonious position. 

7 . . .  h6 

8 7 
6 5 4 3 2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
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8 . .ixf6 
8 .ih4 

This move has never been played, 
probably because White players consider 
it insufficiently forcing and too much of a 
liability to give Black the . . .  h6 move for free. 
A logical continuation would be: 

8 . . .  g5 
8 . . .  0-0!?  is also sensible now that . . .  h6 
is on the board. For example: 9 .0-0-0 
ixc3 1 0 .'Wxc3 g5 l I .ig3 ( I  I .tllxg5 ?  hxg5 
1 2 .ixg5 tll e4! 1 3 .ixd8 tllxc3+) l I . . .tll e4 
1 2 .'Wa3 Wf6 1 3 .e3 ( 1 3 .h4? g4 14 .tll h2 
tllxf2+) 1 3  . . .  b600 With extremely murky 
play. 

9 .ig3 tll e4 1 0 .e3 Wa5 1 Uk l  0-0 
l I . . .tllxc5 1 2 .'Wc2 Wxa2 is playable but it 
feels too greedy. 1 3 .cxd5 exd5 14 .ibS� 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .ie2 

1 2 .h4? backfires after 1 2  . . .  tllxg3 1 3 .fxg3 
'Wxc5+. 
1 2 .cxd5? !  merely opens a path for Black's 
light-squared bishop: 1 2  . . .  exdS 1 3 .ie2 
ie6+ 

1 2  . . .  ixc3t 1 3 .bxc3 'Wxc500 

8 . . .  �xf6 
White has a choice between Al) 9.e3 and 

A2) 9.cxd5. 

Al) 9.e3 

8 7 
6 5 4 3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
9 .. . dxc4 

Black preferred 9 . . .  a5 and went on to 
equalize in I.:Ami - Cheparinov, Wijk aan Zee 
2006, but 1 0 .0-0-0!N dxc4 l l .Wxc4;!; would 
have made life harder. 

10.�xc4 
This is the more challenging option, taking a 

pawn while defending c5.  
I also checked: 1 0 .ixc4 'We7!?  1 1 .0-0 ixc5 

1 2 .tll e4 ib6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .E:ad l ( 1 3 .E:fd l  0-0 1 4.E:ac l tll a5=) 1 3  . . .  0-0 
1 4 .'Wc3 id7 1 5 .b4 E:fd8 with equal chances. 

10 . . .  �e7 
A playable alternative is: 

10 . . .  ixc3t l 1 .'Wxc3 'Wxc3t 1 2 .bxc3 id7 
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Black remains a pawn down for the time 
being, but White will struggle to prove an 
advantage due to his weak c-pawns. 

1 3 .E:b l E:b8 1 4 .ib5 r:J:;e? 1 5 .r:J:;e2 E:hc8 
White's best chance looks to be: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6.E:b2!N 

The game continued 1 6 .llld4? !  a6 l 7 .ixc6 
ixc6 and the weakness of the c-pawns 
meant that Black was fine in Barbot -
Rindlisbacher, Ruzomberok 20 1 4. 
The text move is more challenging; White 
intends to pile up on the b-file, but Black 
has more than one route to equality. 

1 6  . . .  a6! 
16 . . .  lll a5 ? would be a mistake: 1 7.ixd7 
r:J:;xd7 1 8 .lll e5t r:J:;e? 1 9 .E:d l E:c7 20.E:b5 
lllc6 2 1 .E:d?t!± 
16 . . .  b6!? seems fine though: 1 7.cxb6 E:xb6 
1 8 .E:b3 E:cb8 1 9 .ixc6 ixc6 20.E:hb l 
id5 2 l .E:xb6 axb6 22.a4 E:c8= The game 
might end in a repetition after 23 .�d3 E:d8 
24.r:J:;e2 E:c8 . 

1 7.ia4 f6 1 8 .E:hb l llld8!  
This accurate move solves the last of Black's 
problems. The game is heading for a draw, 
for instance: 

1 9  .i.xd7 r:J:;xd7 20.E:d 1 t r:J:;e8 2 l .E:d6 E:xc5 
22.E:xa6 E:xc3= 

1 1 .0-0-0 Wfxc5 1 2 .Wfxc5 ixc5 1 3 .i.b5 .id? 
1 4 .r:J:;b l 0-0-0= was fine for Black in Akobian 
- Krush, Gibraltar 20 1 1 .  

l 1 .lll e5 ! ?N is another move to consider, but 
after l l . . .ixc5 1 2 .lllxc6 bxc6 Black's bishop 
pair compensates for the slight damaging of 
his pawn structure. 

1 1  . . . .bcS 
In A Cunning Chess Opening Repertoire for 

White, Graham Burgess remarks that "With 
the queens still on the board, White has 
some prospects of putting his development 
advantage to use, and maybe even exploiting 
Black's slight vulnerability on the b l -h7 
diagonal." This sounds a bit vague, especially 
without any further analysis, but let's have a 
look anyway at how the game may develop. 

12.J.d3 
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If White wanes to create threats on the 
b l -h7 diagonal, then presumably this is where 
his bishop should go. 

8 7 
6 5 4 3 2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
12 . . .  0-0 13.0-0 

1 3 .°We4?! is easily met by 1 3  . . .  f5 1 4 .Wc4 
id7 1 5 .0-0 :gac8 when Black has no problems 
on the kingside, and is at least equal with his 
two bishops. 

13 . . .  �ds 14 . .ic2 J.d7 15 .Yf e4?! 
I actually think that powering up on the 

b l -h7 diagonal (a la Burgess) is a mistake. All 
it seems to do is provoke .. . f5 free of charge, 
giving Black the chance to develop a kingside 
initiative.  

1 5 .:gad l is a more respectable approach 
which maintains the balance. 1 5  . . .  ieS 1 6 .b4 
ib6 1 7 .llla4 ic7= Black is ready to meet lll c5 
with . . .  b6. 

15  . . .  g6! 
It is useful to start with this move. Now if 

and when we play .. . f5 ,  we have bolstered our 
f-pawn against White's e3-e4 push. 

1 5  .. . f5 is also possible, albeit less flexible. 
1 6 .Wfc4 g6 Black needs to support the 
f5-pawn against the aforementioned 
pawn break, as well as ixf5 tricks. 1 7 .e4 
( 1 7.:gad l  :gac8 1 8 .°Wa2 i'h8 looks perfectly 
reasonable for Black) 1 7  . . .  :gac8 White is too 
underdeveloped to do anything destructive, 
for instance: 1 8 .:gad l ( 1 8 .exf5 lll b4! threatens 
. . .  ixf2t ,  and after 1 9 .Wfe2 lllxc2 20.Wxc2 
gxf5 2 1 .lll e5 ic6 22.°We2 iih7 the position 
is equal . Still, White should probably go for 
this . . .  ) 1 8  . . .  lll b4! 1 9 .°Wb3 ( 1 9 .axb4??  ixf2t­
+) 1 9  . . .  lllxc2 20.Wfxc2 ic6+ 

16.Yff4 
l 6.h4?! is too pnmmve: 1 6  . . .  f5 1 7. W c4 

( 1 7.°Wf4 is met by 1 7  . . .  i'h7, when Black 
has . . .  e5 and . . .  g5 ideas in the air, while it is 
not clear what White's plans are) l 7 . . .  :gac8 
1 8 .:gad 1 id6+ 

1 6 .:gad 1 is probably good enough to keep 
things equal, although 1 6  . . .  :gac8 1 7.Wff4 g5 ! ?  
forces White to  be  careful. 1 8 .°Wg3! ( 1 8 .We4 
f5 l 9 .Wc4 ib6 20.°Wb3 [20 .ixf5? ?  tll d4-+] 
20 . . .  liihS+) l 8 .. . f5 l 9 .lll a4 ie8 20.lllxc5 
Wxc5 2 1 .ib3 if7= 
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16 .•• g5! 17.'Wg3 f5! 
Clearly Black is the one who is better 

positioned to generate play on the kingside. 

18.:E:adl 
l 8 .e4? id6+ 

18 ... 'Wg7 19.i.b3 ©h8 20.:E:d2 
20.llib5? !  e5 !  is unpleasant for White. 

s i, � �� � ti  7 -��� . . . . . Y.� � .. . , , 
.1�,,,i �.!. �� �- -"�ij'/,'/// 6 �6)- · - �./, ��-0 �� ��-J . . . . 5 � � • • r� 4 %� ,, , , .�� �� . . . . .  %_ ·0 �%-"'" �w-0 �""" ·• 3 ��� r�tt:J� . . . . .  %w·�· - - - - -� . . . . if' . . . . %� -�-- - , ,%w·0 2 r� �� �8r� 

1 
. . . . .  % .. . . . . v,•:m-- - -

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  .ie8 21 .:E:fdl :E:xd2 22.:E:xd2 g4 

Black clearly has some initiative, and he has 
several ideas in the air such as . . .  Wi'f6, . . .  :gd8, 
or even . . .  ixa3 . White is not losing but he will 
have to work hard for equality. 

A2) 9.c:x:dS exdS 10.e3 

1 0 .0-0-0 leads to simplifications and an equal 
position after: 1 0  . . .  ixc3 l l .'Wxc3 'Wxc3t 
1 2 .bxc3 ie6 1 3 .llid4 :gcs 

a b c d e f g h 

1 4.llib3 ( 1 4 .e3 llia5 1 5 .llib3 llixb3t 1 6.axb3 
:gxc5 1 7. 'it>d2 :ga5 was also level in Vorobiov 
- Pavlov, Moscow 20 1 0) 1 4  . . .  llie5 1 5 .e3 0-0 
1 6.'it>b2 .!lid? l 7 .:gd4 llixc5 1 8 .llixc5 :gxc5 
1 9 .id3 The players agreed a draw in this equal 
position in Mirwev - Gelashvili, Antakya 
20 1 0. 

1 0  . . .  0-0 has been the more common choice, 
leading to a forcing line: l l .ib5 d4 1 2 .ixc6 
dxc3 1 3 .'Wxb4 cxb2 1 4 .:gb l bxc6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .0-0!;!; White has achieved a huge practical 
score from this position. ( l  5 .'Wxb2?! is less 
accurate in view of 1 5  . . .  Wg6 1 6 .0-0 ih3 
l 7 .llih4 'Wh5 l 8 .'Wb4 ig400 when Black has 
plenty of counterplay) . 
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l I . .ib5 .ixc5 
White must choose between developing 

with A21) 12.0-0 and accepting the sacrifice 
with A22) 12.tJxd5. 

1 2 .'Wa4? !  is a bad idea: 1 2  . . .  0-0 1 3 .ixc6 bxc6 
1 4 .'Wxc6 ia3! 1 5 .E:b l ( 1 5 .bxa3? E:fc8 !-+) 
1 5  . . .  E:fc8 1 6 .'Wa4 ixb2 l 7 .E:xb2 'Wxc3t+ Ravi 
- Shyam, Kolkata 20 1 5 . 

A21) 12.0-0 0-0 

� ,,_._,� 
- - - - - %� 

�

� 
�c-·-r--- - 7.�r� 6 �:t��E��'­

s ��- ·- m 4 %
� 

, , , ,,%

� 
�

� 
�

� �%""'/, ��rn �� 3 �if� w�tZJ• 2 8�--- - - --- - - - - 7.�r� 
1 st . . . .  %� �-:�-1-- - -

a b c d e f g h 
13.:aacl 

1 3 .ltJxd5? would be a terrible idea due to 
13 . . .  'Wf5 when there is no check on c7. After 
1 4 .E!:ac l id6 1 5 .E:fd l  gfd8 1 6 .h3 gac8 
White's knight is stuck in an inescapable 
pin. ( 1 6  . . .  if8! ?  1 7.ic4 ltJa5 1 8 .'Wa4 ltJxc4 
1 9 .e4 'Wxe4 20.E:xc4 'We2+ also works) The 
continuation might be: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 7 .ie2 ( 1 7.ic4? ltJ a5-+) 1 7  . . .  ixd5 1 8 .gxd5 
'Wxd5 1 9 .'Wxd5 ih2t 20.Wxh2 gxd5+ 

13 . . .  :SfdS 14 . .ixc6 bxc6 15.tJa4 

8 
7 
6 
5 4 

3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
15  . . .  .id6!Nm 

1 5  . . .  gab8 1 6.'Wc3 'Wxc3 1 7.E:xc3 ie7 
1 8 .ltJd4;!; left Black under positional pressure 
in Vijayalakshmi - Tan Zhongyi , Al Ain 20 1 5 . 

The text move would have avoided 
unnecessary simplifications and maintained 
roughly equal chances, with Black's bishop 
pair compensating for the weakness of the 
c6-pawn and c5-outpost. Note that 1 6.gxc6? 
d4 1 7 .'Wd l id7 1 8 .gc l ? ! dxe3 1 9 .fxe3 ib5-+ 
would be disastrous for White. 

8 
7 
6 
5 4 

3 
2 
1 

A22) 12.tllxd5 

a b c d e f g h 
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White takes up the challenge and eats the 
pawn, which must be the critical choice. 

12 ... .bds 13.9xd5 .i.h4t! 
Misplacing White's king is the idea behind 

the sacrifice. Whether or not it is enough for 
full compensation is a matter for debate, so it's 
worth investigating and making up your own 
mind. 

14.@fl 0-0 1 5.9b3 
White may also try to fix his king position 

with: 
1 5 .g3 a6!?N 

An interesting attempt to take advantage of 
the white queen's new defensive obligations 
towards the f3-knight. 
Burgess quotes the following game: 
1 5  . . .  :B:ad8 1 6 .We4 i.a3 ( 1 6  . . .  :B:fe8 1 7.Wf4 
Wxb2 1 8 .c;!;>g2t) 1 7.i.xc6 i.xb2 1 8 .:B:b l 
bxc6 1 9 .<i>g2 :B:b8 20.:B:hd l and White had a 
positional plus in T.L. Petrosian - Rahman, 
Dubai 20 1 3 .  

1 6 .i.xc6 
1 6 .i.e2? !  Wxb2+ is no good for White. 

1 6  . . .  bxc6 

1 7 .Wd l 
1 7.We4? !  is too greedy, and 1 7  . . .  :B:ae8 
1 8 .Wxb4 Wxf3 1 9 .c;!;>gl :B:b8 20 .Wc3 :B:fd8 
2 1 .h4 We2+ makes White suffer. 

1 7  . . .  Wxb2 
I think Black is okay - the pawn structure is 

the same as in the Petrosian - Rahman game, 

but White's coordination is not so great and 
Black is ready to bring a rook to the d-file with 
gain of tempo. 

8 i. � � ��-7 �·-�--.v.-, _ , , , %� �� �---- -%�-� 6 !a��tj�· : �¥19��� �� �� -� ��-"0�� 3 �ii"- w�tZJ• ��r"0 �� - - - - - %�r"0 ��r� � �����i 
a b c d e f g h 

15  . . .  J.e7 
I also looked at 1 5  . . .  i.a5 ! ? .  However, 

instead of 1 6.i.e2, as played in Halsz -
Bokros, Hungary 20 1 5 , 1 6.<i>e2!N is a useful 
improvement, aiming to develop the h l -rook. 
1 6  . . .  llie5 1 7.:B:hd l a6 1 8 .i.d3 llixf3 1 9 .gxf3;t 
Black is struggling to prove full compensation. 

16 . .te2 
White wants to play g2-g3 and <i>g2, but he 

needs to defend f3 first. 
1 6 .:B:d l occurred in I.:Ami - Wojtaszek, 

Legnica 20 1 3 , and now 1 6  . . .  :B:ad8!N looks 
best. If White continues in routine fashion 
then Black will solve his problems with ease. 
For example: 
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1 7 .ie2 �xd l t  1 8 .i.xd l lll e5 1 9 .lllxe5 '1Wxe5 
20.if3 �d8 2 1 .g3 �d2 22.'it>g2 �xb2= 

16 • •  J�ac8 17J�bl !  
1 7.g3 can be met by 1 7  . . .  lll a5 1 8 .WbS �c5= 

and the b2-pawn falls. 

a b c d e f g h 
17 ••• 'IWfS!N 

l 7 . . .  �fd8 1 8 .g3 lll a5 l 9 .Wa4 lll c4 20.'it>g2 
llld2 2 1 .�bc l lllxf3 22.i.xf3;!; enabled White 
to consolidate the extra pawn in Bukavshin -
Dauletova, Taganrog 20 1 4. 

The text move is more challenging. Black hits 
the rook on b 1 and interferes with White's plan 
of g2-g3 and ©g2 by preparing a disruptive 
check on h3. 

18  • .td3 
1 8 .�d l if6 1 9 .g3 Wh3t 20.©gl �fd8 is 

evaluated by the engine as slightly better for 
White, but I can't imagine many players feeling 
totally comfortable on White's side with the 
rook stuck on h l .  

18  • . .  '1Wf6 
It may look as if Black is wasting time, 

but he has diverted the enemy bishop from 
the defence of f3 , once again obstructing the 
g2-g3 plan. 

19.©e2!? 
Walking the king back to the centre may be 

White's only route to an edge. 

1 9 .i.e2 Wf5=  is a repetition. 

1 9 .Wxb? lllb4 20 .i.e2 lllxa2 2 1 .We4 
(2 1 .g3 lll c l !  22 .i.d l Wf5 23.�a l Wh3t� leaves 
White struggling to complete development) 
2 1 . . .�fd8 22.g3 lll c l  23 .ibS lll b3 24.'it>g2 
llld2 25 .lllxd2 �xd2 26.�hfl �cc2� I think 
Black has enough compensation.  

19 ••. c!llb4 20.ghdl gfd8 21 .J.e4 '1Wa6t 
22.©el c!llxa2 

a b c d e f g h 
23.hb7 

23.�a l ? ?  is refuted by 23 . . .  �xd l t  24.Wxd l 
ib4t 25 .llld2 �d8-+ and White is hopelessly 
tangled up. 

23 • . •  °1Wa5t 24.©fl 
24.'it>e2? exposed White to a fork from a 

most unusual checking square: 24 . . .  �xd l 
25 .�xd l lll c l  t! and Black wins material. 

24 . • .  gbs 25.gxdSt hd8 26.©gU 
After many accurate moves, White has kept 

an edge thanks to his extra pawn. 
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B) 6 . . .  tlia6! 

This is my first choice. It has not been 
anywhere near as popular as the previous 
variation but I believe it has been under-rated. 

7.a3 
Other moves get nowhere for White, for 

instance: 

7 .igS? !  is mistimed. 7 . . .  WaS ! 8 .ixf6 tt:lxcS!  
9 .'Wc2 gxf6 1 0 .cxd5 tt:l a4 1 1 .:B'.c l id7 1 2 .dxe6 
and now Black should prioritize activity over 
pawn structure with: 

8 .i � �-� �-
7 , , ..... . .  , 6 • - 8 �1 � a � � � : ���

-
�
-

�-3 � �lt:J� 
2 !�iY-!tlf!� �� ��� � 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  ixeG!N ( 1 2  . . .  fxe6 still left White under 
pressure, bur after 1 3 .lLid2! :B'.c8 1 4.tt:ldb l  
White was able to keep his position together 
in Socko - Movsesian, Germany 20 1 4) 1 3 .a3 
White has to do something before he is killed 

by . . . :B:c8 . (With the black bishop on e6, 
1 3 .tt:ld2 :B'.c8 1 4.tt:ldb l ?  can now be refuted by 
1 4  . . .  ixa2-+) 1 3  . . .  ixc3t 1 4.bxc3 :B:c8+ Black 
will, at the very least, win both of White's 
queenside pawns. 

7 .cxd5 tt:lxd5 8 .i.d2 tt:lxc5 9 .Wc2 0-0 is fine 
for Black, for instance: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0 .tt:lxd5 ( 1 0 .e4? lllxc3 1 l .bxc3 ia5 1 2 .ie2 
id7! 1 3 .0-0 ia4 is unpleasant for White) 
1 0  . . .  ixd2t 1 1 .Wxd2 ( 1 1 .tt:lxd2 Wxd5 1 2 .e4 
Wd6 1 3 .:B'.d l We7 1 4.ie2 e5=) l l . . . exd5 
1 2 .e3 

� i!i���fa, 6 , . %.�-�- - ,%� 
5 %,�l� %,� 
4 
�-/ -

-�-�� 
3 � �- ���-��-� �:<' ,,J, ' %�'/, ��-� 
2 8 �� � �� 8 �!J �,,, , %-, , , ,%�:f-: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  tt:le4 1 3 .Wd4 ig4 1 4.tt:le5 ie6 1 5 .id3 
Wa5t 1 6.b4 Wa3 1 7.0-0 tt:lc3 1 8 . :B'.fe l :B:ac8= 
Black had plenty of activity to make up for 
the isolated pawn in Goy - Giesemann, email 
20 1 2 . 

7 .e3 Wa5 8 .i.d2 tt:lxc5 9 .Wc2 tt:l ce4 
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7.�d2 
This seems coo passive co offer White any 
real hope for an advantage. 

7 . . .  0-0 8 .cxd5 exd5 ! ?N 
8 . . .  ltJxd5 9 .ltJxd5 �xd2t 1 0 .ltJxd2 ltJxc5 
l l .'!Wc4 '!Wxd5 1 2 .'\Wxd5 exd5 1 3 .i:!c l b6 
l 4.e3 �f5 was equal in Koneru - Hou Yifan, 
Sharjah 20 1 4. 
The text move keeps the position more 
complex. A sample continuation is: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
7 •.• J.xc3t 8.'!Wxc3 tlixc5 

White's two most logical moves are Bl) 9.b4 
and B2) 9.cxd5. 

Bl)  9.b4 

There are no examples of chis move on the 
database but I encountered it in an online blitz 
game. It's certainly a natural move co consider 
- especially caking into account chat the 
position strongly resembles a known variation 
of the Nimzo-lndian. The only difference is 
chat Black has played . . .  d5 instead of . . .  0-0 
here. 
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9 ... tLJce4 10.Yf d4 

s K�.i.�9� � 
7 �·-,_, , ,%-·--· 
6 , , , , . %� W/.� ,% ... , , %� 
5 �� r�t � �w-0 �Kim�" �� 4 �[j 8 ��J'!i)- � 
3 

�.,, , %��,,,,%� �� J� �f(il �),) % �!'{)., 2 
, , , , , �rf/�tJJ!l� �� 1 � � �..t� n 
a b c d e f g h 

10  ... dxc4!? 
1 0  . . .  0-0 would transpose to a variation of 

the 4 .Wfc2 Nimzo which is theoretically fine 
for Black, but it is tempting to try and take 
advantage of the fact that we have been able to 
play . . .  d5 more quickly. 

1 1 .Yfxc4 
The alternative is 1 1 .Wfxd8t lt>xd8 1 2 .llleS 

llld6! ? when White has to find the right way to 
demonstrate compensation for the pawn. The 
best continuation looks to be: 

Black's most accurate continuation is: 

8 
7 

6 5 
4 
3 

2 1 
a b c d e f g h 

1 1 . . .  i.d7!N 
In the blitz game I chose 1 1 . . . 0-0 1 2  . .ib2 

.id7, but it is better to develop the queenside 
quickly. 

12 . .ib2 �cs 13.Yfd4 
Black's next objective should be to disrupt 

White's development by planting a major piece 
on c2; the only question is which piece to use. 

13  . . .  Yfc7!? 
Aiming to penetrate with the queen. 

The alternative is: 
1 3  . . .  E1c2 14 .lll eS 

1 4 .e3? is impossible due to 14 . . .  lllxfL.. 
1 4 .g3 0-0 1 5  . .ig2 .ia4 1 6 .0-0 E1xe2 
1 7 .�ac l b6+ 

1 4  . . .  Wfc7 1 5 .lllxd7 lllxd7 

a b c d e f g h 
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1 6.gd l 
1 6 .Wfxg?? ltJ df6! gives Black a deadly attack: 
1 7 .Wfxh8t ( 1 7.ixf6 gel  t 1 8 .gxc l 'Wxc l #) 
1 7  . . .  We7 1 8 .gd l gxb2 and White can 
resign. 

1 6  . . .  eS! 1 7.'Wxe4 gxb2 1 8 .°Wf3 ltJ f6 
White's position is not nice at all. 

8 
7 
6 
5 4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
14.e3 Wf c2 15 .i.e2 0-0 

White's king is tied to the defence of the 
e2-bishop, so he needs to address this before 
he can castle. 

16J'kl 
White has nothing better, but Black gets a 

great initiative by giving up his queen. 

16 ... Wfxclt 17.i.xcl gxclt 18.i.dl .ib5! 
White is in trouble, for instance: 

19.a4 ha4 20.0-0 �c3 2l .Wfd2 i.xdl 
22.�d4 e5+ 

B2) 9.cxd5 Wf xd5 

a b c d e f g h 
l0 . .ie3 

Developing while hitting the knight seems 
the most logical idea. 

1 0 .b4 ltJ a4!?N looks a good move ( l O  . . .  ltJb3 
is also fine, and led to a quick draw in the 
following game: 1 1 .gb l ltJxc l  1 2 .gxc l id7 
1 3 .e3 0-0 1 4.ic4 'Wd6 1 5 .0-0 gac8 Y2-Y2 
Nyzhnyk - Swiercz, Denizli 20 1 3) 1 1 .°We5 
0-0 1 2 .°WxdS ltJxdS 1 3 .id2 id7= 

l0 ... �ce4 
White has tried both B21) 1 1 .Wf eS and 

B22) l l .Wf d4. 

B21)  1 1 .WfeS Wfxe5 

Burgess recommends this line for White but 
only considers a game where Black castled and 
failed to equalize. The text move is better, as 
Black activates his pieces and keeps his king in 
the centre, which is the best place for it after 
the queen exchange. 

12.�xeS �d5 
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13 . .icl 
1 3 .�d4? !  f6+ is awkward for White. 

13 . . .  J.d7! 
Trading the second bishop for a knight is 

no problem, as Black is ahead in development 
and his knights have some excellent squares 
available. 

1 3  . . .  f6 1 4 .llld3 is less appealing, as White will 
follow up with f2-f3 and e2-e4, with good 
chances to exploit his bishop pair. 

1 3  . . .  lll c5 
This move has been played a few times with 
solid results, but White can cause problems 
with the improvement: 

1 4 .b4!N 
1 4 . f3 lllb3 1 5 .Eib l f6 1 6 .lll c4 and now 
1 6  . . .  lllxc l ?  1 7.Eixc l ;!;  was good for White 
in Gledura - Dragun, Katowice 20 1 6, but 
either 1 6  . . .  eSN or 1 6  . . .  b6 would have been 
fine for Black. 

7 
6 
5 
4 

1 4  . . .  lll b3 

a b c d e f g h 

1 4  . . .  lll a4 l 5 .�d2 f6 1 6.lll c4 llldb6 1 7.lll a5 
e5 1 8 .g3;!; and White's bishop pair gives 
good chances . 

1 5 .Eib l lllxc l 1 6 .Eixc l f6 1 7 .lllc4 <:J:ie? 1 8 .e4 
lll b6 1 9 .lll a5;!; 

Black still has some problems to solve. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

14.f3 
14 .lllxd? <:J:ixd7 1 4 .f3 lll c5= didn't change 

the evaluation in Fridman - Naroditsky, Riga 
20 1 6. 

14 . . .  �c5 15.e4 �b3 16.l::!bl  �b6 17.J.e3 
l:k8 18.�xd7 c.!ixd7 19.i.d3 

A recent game continued 1 9 .�e2 <:J:ie7 20.0-0 
Eihd8 2 1 .Eifd l  e5 22.Eixd8 Eixd8 23 .�d l 
llld4= and White was unable to do much 
with the bishop pair in Bu Xiangzhi - Leko, 
Danzhou 20 1 6 . 
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19 . . .  ©e7 
We are following the stem game with 

1 3  . . .  i.d7! ,  where Jon Ludvig Hammer goes on 
to show that White's two bishops are nothing 
to fear. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
20. ©e2 e5 21  J�hdl ghd8 22. ©fl f6 23.i.b5 
tl'ic4 

23 . . .  lli d4= is also fine. 

24.hc4 gxc4 
White had no choice but to swap off the 

annoying knight, but his remaining bishop is 
unlikely to cause Black any harm. 

8 
7 
6 5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
25J;xd8 ©xd8 26J;dl t ©c7 27J;d3 tl'ic5 
2sJ;d5 b6= 

Goganov ,.... Hammer, Yerevan 20 14 .  

B22) 1 1 .Wd4 0-0 

This time the queen exchange would be 
inadvisable as White's bishop would be well 
placed after recapturing on d4. Fortunately, 
the plan of castling works better here than after 
1 1 .We5 , as White cannot gain time with E!:d l .  

� ,, ... ,, .. 6 . . , , , %� %� ,.,,, , %� 
��llJ!i' �" � �� ���� �� 

-� ���- - -J! �� 3 � - UtZJ-2 - - - - - %D -8D8� 
l If ,� �m£•� 

a b c d e f g h 
12.fixd5 

l 2 .g3 is a reasonable alternative but Black 
showed a convincing path to equality in the 
following game: 1 2  . . .  b6 1 3 .i.g2 i.b7 1 4 .0-0 
Wb5 1 5 .llig5 E!:fd8 1 6.Wi'b4 Wxb4 1 7.axb4 

a b c d e f g h 
1 7  . . .  lli d6 1 8 .i.xb7 llixb7 1 9 .E!:fc l  llid6= Bu 
Xiangzhi - Predke, Moscow 20 1 6. 

12 . . .  tl'ixd5 13.i.d4 f6 14J�dl 
Here I found an important improvement. 
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a b c d e f g h 
14 . . J:l:d8!N 

In the one game from this position, Black 
played l 4 . . .  id7 but soon fell into trouble 
after: 1 5 .tll d2 f5 ? !  ( 1 5  . . .  tllxd2 1 6.Ei:xd2 Ei:fd8 
1 7  .e4 tLl b6 would have been the lesser evil, 
when Black is only marginally worse) 1 6 .tllxe4 
fxe4 1 7  .g3 <i>f7?! 1 8 .ig2± Svane - Smerdon,  
Vaxjo 20 14 .  

The point of  the text move i s  that White wants 
to play tll d2 to free his position. By placing the 
rook on the d-file, Black sets up tactical motifs 
involving the loose bishop on d4. 

15  . .!lJd2 
White should proceed with his plan, 

otherwise . . .  e5 will be unpleasant. 

15 ... .!lJgS!? 
1 5  . . .  tll b4! ? is a clever tactic which leads to 

simplifications and a fully equal game. 
The text move is more ambitious, as Black 

avoids exchanges and tries to exploit White's 
temporary lack of coordination. I have 
included some sample lines to show how the 
game might go. 

16.e4 .!lJh4 17.ic3 .!iJc2t 18.'ii>e2 id7!? 
Threatening . . .  ib5t .  

18  . . .  e5= is a solid alrernative. 

19.8 �ac8 
White has to be careful here. The immediate 

threat is . . .  tllxa3 . 

8 7 
6 5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
20.'ii>fl 

20.l"i:c l ? ! ia4 2 1 .h4 tll f7 22.tll b l  (22.<i>f2?? 
l"i:xc3 23 .bxc3 l"i:xd2t-+) 22 . . .  tlld4t with some 
initiative for Black. 

20 . . .  ia4!? 
20 . . .  tllxa3 is tempting but White can 

maintain the balance as follows: 2 1 .tll b3 tllc4 
22 .ixc4 l"i:xc4 23 .l"i:d2 l"i:c7 24.e5 fxe5 25 .ixe5 
Ei:cc8 26.Ei:c l ic6 27.l"i:xd8t l"i:xd8 28 .tll a5= 

21 .h4 .!iJf7 

a b c d e f g h 
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22.i.c4! gxd2t 23.gxd2 gxc4 24.gcl = 
White will win back the material to reach a 

completely equal endgame. 

Conclusion 

The position after 5 .Wfb3 c5 6 .dxc5 has been 
gaining in popularity but I don't see any reason 
to fear it. 6 . . .  lLi c6 is the most popular move, 
when the main line sees Black sacrificing a 
pawn to prevent White from castling. This may 
appeal to some players, but White seems to be 
able to keep an edge with accurate play, and the 
whole line demands quite detailed preparation 
from Black as well. That is why I have chosen 
6 . . .  lLi a6! as my main recommendation.  le is 
relatively easy to learn, and generally leads to 
positions where Black's lead in development 
and well-placed knights are enough to nullify 
White's pair of bishops. 
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Other Ragozin Lines 



Introduction to Other Lines 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Eiif3 lllf6 4.lllc3 j.b4 
In the first four sections we analysed 5 . cxd5 ,  5 .ig5 , 5 .°1Wa4t and 5 .°1Wb3 . This section will 

conclude our coverage of the Ragozin by dealing with all of White's ocher plausible moves. There 
are three chapters, arranged in the following way: 

5.g3 steers the game into Catalan territory, and will be discussed in Chapter 1 3 .  This position can 
also be reached via the Catalan move order l .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6 3 .lll f3 lll f6 4.g3 ib4t 5 .lll c3, so it's 
important co know how co react. 

a b c d e f g h 
5 . . .  dxc4! This is not only a good move in its own right; it's also consistent with our approach for 
chis book, with Black looking co capture on c4 at an opportune moment co create confusion in 
the White camp. Here it makes a lot of sense, as White is not well positioned co win the pawn 
back, as his bishop is heading co the long diagonal. The main line continues 6.j.g2 Eilc6 7.0-0 
0-0 8.a3 j.e7 9.e4 llla5 when White controls che centre but remains a pawn down. Black will 
generally follow up with . . .  a6 (or . . .  �b8) co prepare . . .  b5 ,  and is well placed for queenside activity 
with moves like . . .  ib7, . . .  lll b3 and, when the time is right, . . .  c5 . 

5.e3 can be found in Chapter 14 .  White's lase move is a popular continuation which cakes the 
game into Nimzo-lndian territory. Those of you who already play the Nimzo may have something 
lined up here but, for chose who don't, I offer an interesting sec-up which does not come with coo 
much heavy theory and yet has still proven its worth ac the highest level. The plan runs as follows: 
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8 
7 
6 5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c e g h 
5 .. . 0-0 6.J.d3 b6 7.0-0 .ia6 Black intends to 
exchange the light-squared bishops and follow 
up with . , .c5 when the time is right. The main 
line continues 8.cxd5 exd5 9.ha6 �xa6 
when Black intends . . .  E!:e8, . . .  if8 ,  . . .  Wfc8 (if 
needed to protect the knight on a6) and finally 
. . .  c5 ,  with an active game. I have provided 
plenty of detail in Chapter 1 4, although 
you should be able to count on a reasonable 
position even with light reading, as the same 
plan tends to work pretty well against most of 
White's options. 

Finally, 5.'t!f c2 (along with 5 .id2 and any 
other miscellaneous moves) will be picked up 
in Chapter 1 5 . Our response is a familiar one: 

8 
7 
6 
5 4 
3 
2 
1 

� -... ; �· � � � : � :;::: � lfi" ___ _ _ ,/,� :--· 
"� ,,�,- , ,,� �

� �� ,, � �� '%�¥/'\�� �� � 8 /�% � - - - - -�m--- - %� lti� �:w.4 � �°0" �°0" 
8 r�V � 8 r� 8 r� - - - - 0 - - - - %� -0 �wi{-- - - %. , , , ,  

a 
� m �-.i. .: � �. � � � , ;< ,  

b c d e f g h 
5 ••• dxc4! A key theme in this book is taking 
on c4 at the right moment, and here it looks 
a strong approach. White's two most active 
continuations are 6.J.g5 and 6.e4, both of 
which can be met by 6 ••• b5 (intending to meet 
7 .a4 with 7 . . . c6 in either case) . In most of 
the lines White does not have time to win his 
pawn back and, although he can claim some 
compensation in the murky positions that 
ensue, Black's chances look preferable to me. 



Chapter 13 

5 .g3 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tLlf3 tL!f6 4.tLl c3 .ib4 5.g3 dxc4! 6 • .ig2 tLlc6 7.0-0 0-0 

A) 8.e3 
B) 8 • .ig5 
C) 8.a3 .ie7 9.e4 tLl a5 

Cl )  1 0  . .if4 
C2) 1 0.'\&e2 

C2 1 )  10  • . •  tLl b3!? 
C22) 10  • • •  c6 

C3) 10  . .ie3 
C3 1 )  10  • • •  �b8!? 
C32) 10 • . •  a6 

C32 1 )  1 1 .'\&e2 
C322) 1 1 .'\&c2 

263 
264 
266 
266 
268 
268 
269 
269 
270 
271 
271 
272 
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l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tLJa tLJf6 4.�c3 ih4 5.g3 
White's last move steers the game into 

Catalan waters . Although Catalan lines with 
tlic3 are generally not regarded as being among 
the most testing, we are liable to reach this 
position via both the Ragozin and Catalan 
move orders, so it is important to know what 
to do. 

a b c d e f g h 
s . . .  dxc4! 

I like this response - with the knight on 
c3 and the bishop heading for g2, it will be 
hard for White to recapture on c4. Most of the 
time he makes no real effort to do so, instead 
focusing on development and central control. 

6.ig2 tLJc6 7.0-0 0-0 
White's three main options are A) 8.e3, 

B) 8.ig5 and C) 8.a3. 

8 .l:l:e l  This direct approach was tried by Danny 
Gormally but it backfired in the following 
game: 8 . . .  l:l:b8 9 .e4 b5 1 0 .e5? !  Consistent, but 
White's best approach is to play more solidly 
and try to equalize. 1 0  . . .  tlid5 1 1 .tlig5 h6 
1 2 .tlige4 fi.e7 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .'1Wh5? !  Again White is committing to the 
attack, but it simply doesn't work against 
accurate play. 13 . . .  tlixd4 1 4 .ixh6 gxh6 
1 5 .l:l:ad l c5 1 6 .l:l:xd4 cxd4 1 7 .'!Wxh6 l:l:e8! 
White's attack was not strong enough in 
Gormally - Kosten, Torquay 20 1 3 .  

A) 8.e3 gbs 

a b c d e f g h 
9.Y:Ye2 

9.tlid2 e5 is fine for Black, for instance: 1 O.d5 
(1 O .fi.xc6? exd4!+) 10 . . .  fi.xc3 ( 1 0  . . .  tli a5 ! ?00) 
l l .dxc6 ixd2 1 2 .fi.xd2 ig4 1 3 .f3 ih5 
( 1 3  . . .  fi.e6! ?00) 1 4 .ib4 l:l:e8= Zhao Xue - Xu 
Yuanyuan, Beij ing 2005 .  

9 . . .  b5 10.l:l:dl i.e7!? 
An interesting move, freeing the b4-square 

for the knight. 
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10 . . .  'We7!?  also seems reasonable, for instance: 
1 l .e4 e5 1 2 .dxe5 lllxe5 1 3 .tllxe5 'Wxe5 1 4 .if4 
'We7 1 5 .a4 a6 1 6 .axb5 axb5 1 7.h3 ie600 
Akshayraj - Moradiabadi, New York 20 1 4. 

s ��J..e �• ·'1f· · · · ·y,�r�· . .  - ·:%�·'1f· · . . .  Y.�r0 7 � t� � · t�• . . . . . :%� i)� .,� . . . . . :%� 6 ����
,,

� : ��r����. 
����-- . . �w��w� 3 � ��: �0%��0% 2 r;;n· 

. . · · ·� •n�� .. . .  �- - . . :%�;��� .. . . . :%wi{ . . . . 1 � �:� � 
a b c d e f g h 

1 1 .e4 c!llb4 12.tlieS �d7! 13.b3 
1 3 .ie3? a6 14 .tllg4 ib7 1 5 .f4 c5 1 6 .a4 

tlld3 1 7.axb5 axb5 1 8 .tllxb5 occurred in 
Garza Marco - Golod, Benasque 20 1 3 ,  when 
1 8  . . .  ic6!N 1 9 .tlla3 E:xb2-+ would have been 
the most convincing way to refute White's play. 

13  ••• �xeS 14.dxeS Ylfe8 

1 5  . . .  ia6!N 1 6.ixa7 E:a8 1 7.ie3 'Wc6 1 8 .bxc4 
bxc4+ would have left Black in control, as the 
knight will be great on d3. 

15  . . .  bxc4 16.Ylfxc4 .ia6 17.Ylfxc7 �k8 
1 7  . . .  tll c6! ?  is also worth considering. 

18.YlYaS Ylfc6! 
Fighting for the initiative. 

l 8 . . .  E:xc3 1 9  .id2 E:c5 only leads to equality. 

19 . .ia3 Ylfxc3 20 • .ixb4 hb4 21 .Yl?xa6 Ylfxe5 
22.Ylfxa7 �k2 

Black has lots of activity for the pawn and will 
almost certainly pick up the f2-pawn, leaving 
White with an unpleasant defensive task. 

B) 8 • .ig5 

This time White develops his bishop outside 
the pawn chain before playing e2-e3 . The 
drawback is that Black will have the bishop 
pair (not to mention the extra pawn) after the 
exchange on f6. 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  e5 ! ?  ( 1 5  . . .  b5N+ is also good) 1 6.dxe5 
Wxe5 1 7.Wxc4 This occurred in Cori 
Tello - Epishin, Pamplona 20 1 0, when the 
straightforward 1 7  . . .  Wxb2N 1 8 .tLic5 i.f5 
would have given Black a clear advantage. 

10 . .  J�bS! 
Intending . . .  b5 or . . .  b6 at the right moment. 

I had planned to recommend 1 0  . . .  We7 but 
Andreikin found a nice way to improve 
White's play: 1 1 .We2! ( 1  LlLid2 tLia5 1 2 .Wc2 
E!:b8 1 3 .a3 .id6 1 4.tLib5 .id7 1 5 .Wc3 b6 
1 6 .tLixd6 cxd6 1 7.Wb4 E!:fc8 1 8 .Ei:fc l  .ic6+ was 
the game I intended to follow: Moradiabadi -
Efimenko, Dubai 20 1 4) 1 1 . . .tLia5 1 2 .tLie5 c5 
1 3 .E!:ad l cxd4 1 4.E!:xd4 .id6 1 5 .tLixc4 tLixc4 
1 6 .Wxc4 E!:b8 1 7 .E!:fd U ;  Andreikin - Ly, 
Reykjavik 20 1 6 . 

1 1 .�d2 
I also considered: 

1 1 .lLie4 Wg6!?N 
1 1 . . .We7 1 2 .a3 .id6 1 3 .tLifd2 tLi a5 1 4 .Wa4 
b6 1 5 .tLixc4 tLixc4 1 6 .Wxc4 .ib7 1 7 .b4 
e5 was equal in Sandipan - Khalifman, 
Moscow 20 1 6. 
The text move seems like an interesting 
alternative, keeping the e7-square free for a 
bishop retreat. 
1 1 . . .Wd8! ?  has the same idea, but I prefer to 
try and use the queen actively. 

1 2 .Wc2 .ie7 

1 3 .b3! 
White should admit that he is not going to 
regain his pawn and aim for compensation. 
1 3 .Ei:ac l b5 1 4 .b3 tLi b4! 1 5 .Wb l f6! is good 
for Black, for instance: 

7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6.bxc4 bxc4 1 7.a3 tLi a6 1 8 .Wc2 .ixa3 
1 9 .E!:al .ib2 20.E!:ab l c3+ 
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13 . . .  cxb3 1 4.axb3 id700 
White has decent compensation but Black 

has no major weaknesses, so the chances are 
roughly equal . 

l 1 .  .. tlia5 12.�h5 �f5 13.�e2 �d.3 14.�xd.3 
cxd.3 15J�acl 

Here I found a big improvement for Black: 

16.a3 !J.e7 17.b4 tlic4� 
White has some problems to solve. 

8 7 
6 
5 

4 
3 
2 

1 

C) 8.a3 

a c d e f g h 

This can be considered the main line of the 
Ragozin-Catalan hybrid. Black has tried all 
four playable moves, but I prefer the simple 
bishop retreat: 

8 ... !J.e7 9.e4 tlia5 
This has been the preferred move order 

amongst elite grandmasters . 
I have often wondered why 9 . . .  a6 has only 

rarely been tried by strong players , as this way 
Black maintains pressure on the d4-pawn in 
the short term before switching the knight 
to a5 . I believe the reason lies in the 1 O .if4 
set-up, when it is useful for Black to keep 
the option of . . .  c6 and . . .  b5 ,  so that he will 
not have to worry about the defence of the 
c7-pawn. In such positions, the . . .  a6 move is 
not required. 

We will analyse Cl) 10.!J.f4, C2) 10.�e2 and 
C3) 10 . .ie3 . 

Cl) 10.!J.f4 

8 � �j;)��-J�i 1 �•w� m•w�• 6 , , , , , /,� , , , , , /,� ,, ____ _ _ ,,� 
5 -�� ��,, � 

�- - - - - :� ��r,,,, ��-%�-4 
(M-�*'fl•�'�K� 3 d �)'.'LI: m�w� 

2 
, , , , , /.�-- - - - -� ���� I � '-'•'=' 

a b c d e f g h 
10 . . .  c6!? 

This is the most ambitious move, aiming for 
a . . .  b5 set-up as described above. 

Despite the comments in the note to Black's 
previous move, 1 0  . . .  a6 is a respectable move, 
bur it seems logical to try and do without it here. 
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A safe and reliable alternative is: 
1 0  . . .  tt:lb3 1 1 .l:'!b l c6 

1 1 . .  .c5 has been tried a couple of times but 
I 'm unconvinced. 1 2 .dxc5 tt:lxc5 1 3 .tt:le5 
tt:ld3 1 4 .tt:lxd3 Wxd3 This occurred in 
Battaglini - Bakre, Calvi 20 1 1 ,  and now 
1 5 .Wc l !N would have left Black's queen 
looking silly, while the gap in development 
is significant. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .tt:le5 

In the event of 1 2 .We2 b5 1 3 .l:'!bd l ib7 it's 
hard to see what the bishop is doing on f4. 

1 2  . . .  Wxd4 1 3 .Wxd4 tt:lxd4 1 4 .l:'!fd l  tt:lb3 
1 5 .tt:\xc4 b6 1 6 .id6 ixd6 1 7 .l:'!xd6 ib7 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8 .l:'!bd l h6 1 9 .f4 l:'!ab8 20.@f2 b5 2 1 .tt:le3 
a5� 

The last few moves are far from forced; in 
any case, White has some compensation but I 
don't think he is better. 

1 1 .'!Wc2 
1 1 . We2 transposes to variation C22 below. 

1 1  . . .  b5 12.gadl .ib7 
I only found one game from this position. 

Both players proceeded quite logically, so we 
will follow it until the critical moment. 

13.h4 h6 14.�e5 ge8 15 .g4 �b3 16.J.e3 

a b c d e f g h 
16 . . .  �d7! 

This is a common idea to exchange the 
strong knight. Here it's especially effective, as 
it also uncovers an attack on the h4-pawn. 

17.tilxd7 '!Wxd7 18.e5 gad8 19.f4 '!Wc8 20.f5 
hh4 21 .£6 c5 22 . .bb7 '!Wxb7 23.dxc5 
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All this happened in Bachmann - Gonzalez 
Vidal, Montevideo 20 1 5 .  White has done a 
reasonable job of complicating the game, but 
Black could have taken control with a couple 
of well-timed exchanges : 

23 .. J�xdl!N 24.Yfxdl i.g5! 25.hg5 hxg5 
26.fxg7 

Black keeps the better chances after 
26 . . .  �xg7 or 26 . . .  llixc5.  

C2) IO.Yfe2 

C21)  10 .. . �b3 

Hitting the rook before it can escape to d l  is 
a logical plan. 

l l .e5 
This appears to be a specialty of Sandipan; 

the Indian GM played it three times in 20 1 0 .  

1 1 .l:!b l llixd4 1 2 .llixd4 Wfxd4 1 3 .l:!d l Wc5 
14 .ie3 Wa5 1 5 .id2 Wa6!?  ( 1 5  . . .  Wc5 leads to 
a repetition after 1 6 .ie3=) 1 6 .e5 llid7 reached 
a complex position where White had about 
enough compensation for the sacrificed pawns 
in Barie - Sisniega, Manila (ol) 1 992. 

1 1 . . . �d5 
After 1 1  . . .  llixa l  1 2 .exf6;t White will pick up 

the trapped knight, and his minor pieces will 
be strong in the middlegame. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
12.gbl a5!? 

It is worth mentioning Sandipan's two other 
games: 

12 . . .  b5? !  is unnecessary, although 1 3 .llixb5 
l:!b8 1 4 .Wxc4 llixc l  1 5 .l:!fxc l  ia6 1 6 .a4 
l:!b6 1 7 .Wf c2 ixb5 1 8 .axb5 l:!xb5 left Black 
only marginally worse in Sandipan - Bacrot, 
Gibraltar 20 1 0 .  

1 2  . . .  llixc3 1 3 .bxc3 llixc l  1 4.l:!fxc l  c5 
1 5 .Wfxc4 l:!b8 1 6 .l:!d l Wc7= was perfectly 
decent for Black in Sandipan - Gajewski ,  
Cappelle-la-Grande 20 1 0 . 

13.Yfxc4 a4 14.�Ml i.d7 15.�d2 

a b c d e f g h 
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15  .. . tll a5!N 
l 5 . . .  tllxd2? !  1 6 .ixd2 ic6 I 7.llie4;!; left 

Black under some pressure in Sandipan - Vera 
Gonzalez Quevedo, Cappelle-la-Grande 20 I 0 .  

16.'1Wd3 ic6= 
Black's minor pieces are well placed on solid 

outposts, making up for the slight lack of space 
in his position. 

C22) l0 . . .  c6! 

This is the most ambitious move. Once again, 
Black simply intends to play . . .  b5 and hold on 
to his extra pawn. 

13.tll e5 
1 3 .E!:e l has been played a couple of times ; I 

suggest 1 3  . . .  llib3!N when the pressure on the 
d4-pawn makes it harder for White to move 
the f3-knight. Here too, White is struggling to 
prove his compensation.  

13 . . J�eS 14.g4 tlld7 
Once again we see this important theme of 

challenging the e5-knight. 

15 .tllf3 '1Wb6 16J�fel Elad8 17.e5 tllb3 
18  . .ie3 c5! 

Having centralized all of his pieces, Black 
utilizes his spare pawn to challenge for the 
centre. 

19.d5 exd5 20.tllxd5 

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  ixd5 2 1 .gxd5 teim+ 

S .  Ernst - Movsesian, Wijk aan Zee 20 1 3 . 
The loss of the light-squared bishop does not 
matter, as the rest of Black's pieces coordinate 
perfectly - and he is still a pawn up. 

C3) l0 . .ie3 

Here too, I will offer two options for your con­
sideration: C31) 10 ... ElbS!? and C32) l0 ... a6. 
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C31) 10 .. J�bS!? 

This is a new idea from the most recent World 
Championship challenger. 

l l .�e2 b5 12.gadl a6 
Both sides have played all the standard 

moves here and it is time to see how the battle 
will develop. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
13.dS!? 

White is a pawn down, so it makes sense 
for him to act quickly before Black gets fully 
coordinated. 

13  . . .  �eS! 
A good choice, taking the queen off the 

d-file and avoiding 1 3  . . .  exd5?  1 4 .e5 .  

14.gfel �b3 15.�d4N 
The is the computer's top choice, and thus a 

likely attempt to improve White's play. 

1 5 .if4 E!:b7 1 6 .h3 lll c5 1 7.dxe6 fxe6 1 8 .lll e5 
E!:b6 led to a double-edged position in Onischuk 
- Karjakin, Baku 20 1 5 , but objectively White 
did not have full compensation for the pawn. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
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15  .. . l£ixd4 
1 5  . . .  e5 ! ?  1 6.lll c6 E!:b7 1 7 .lllxe5 id6 1 8 .lll c6 

lllg4 is an interesting concept, returning the 
extra pawn in order to remove White's dark­
squared bishop. However, I feel White has the 
edge thanks to his strong central structure. 

16.hd4 J.b7 17.J.xf6 
1 7 .f4 exd5 1 8 .exd5 id6 1 9 .Wc2 Wd8 

20.lll e4 lllxe4 2 1 .ixe4 g6 leaves White 
without much to show for the missing pawn. 

17 . . .  J.xfG 18.eS .ie7 
The position is dynamically balanced; White 

has a nice initiative in the centre, but Black 
still has an extra pawn plus the two bishops. 
Here is an illustrative line: 

a b c d e f g h 
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19.d6 
This is not the only move but it's the most 

forcing, so it makes sense to check it. 

19 ... cxd6 20.exd6 i.f6 21 .i.xb7 �xb7 
22.lll e4 '11*1d8 

22 . . .  �d8 ! ?  could also be considered. 

23.'11*f d2 �d7 24.lll cS �a7 25.lll e4 
25 .h4? is met by 25  . . .  Wb6 26.'ll e4 �e5+ 

and White's compensation is fading fast. 

25 ... �d7 26.lllcS �a7= 
This drawing line was hardly forced, but it's a 

good indication that the whole line is roughly 
balanced. 

C32) 10 .•. a6 

This has been the usual choice, after which 
White must decide where to put his queen 
before playing Ei'.ad l .  C321) 1 1 .'11*fe2 has 
been tried by some strong players but C322) 
1 1 .'11*f c2 is more potent. 

C321)  1 1 .'11*le2 b5 12.�adl i.b7 

8 1.m B ��·-%�-d"- - -"�-�- - - - - Y�-�:< 7 �..tw� m i w� i  6 im--- - - %m -,�--- - -%� 5 �:� ��// _ , , , ;� 
4 " �-%�!·=· 3 fj � �CZJw� 2 - - - - - %9- - - - -mvwtf�� �-- - - - %� l•lf= '" 

a b c d e f g h 
13.lll eS 

1 3 .d5 is a typical move to consider, but 
l 3 . . .  exd5 l 4.exd5 Ei'.e8+ shows the drawback of 
the queen's placement on e2 . 

1 3 .�f4? !  seems strange, considering that 
the bishop went to e3 just a few moves ago. 
1 3  . . .  'llh5 ( 1 3  . . .  'll b3N also looks good, when 
the pressure on the d4-pawn prevents White's 
knight from going to e5) l 4 .�e5 ! ?  f6 l 5 .'ll g5 ! ?  
Enterprising stuff, but  Black keeps the 
advantage with careful play: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . . fxg5 1 6 .Wxh5 'll c6 1 7.Wg4 Wd7 1 8 .h4 
Ei'.ad8 1 9 .hxg5 'llxe5 20.dxe5 Wc6+ Li Chao -
Tkachiev, Jakarta 20 1 1 . 

13  . . .  '11*1e8 
Stepping off the d-line and making space for 

the rook to go to d8 . 
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in complete control in Kanter - Beliavsky, 
Yerevan 20 1 4. 

The text move seems like the most natural 
attempt to improve White's play. 

14 . . J�ds 15.g4 �b3 16.g5 �d7 17.h4 

s � �Bif��· 
�

�r�-- - - -Y.�-%'- - - - -Y.�r% 1 �..tr�6)• ' r� '  6 ·� , , , , , %� -,�� , , , , , %-�� �r-w'l, ��r� s � , .  :0: r� 
�

� 
�W/�-- - - - :,�/ef', , , , %,�/0 4 

-��l!��,���[j 3 �6)��, � m 2 , , , , , %�- - - - - -
� -� l.� , , , , , %� �� ��-0� 

1 � � .:� .:m 
a b c d e f g h 

17 . . .  "llxe5 
Exchanging the knight looks best - White 

is a long way from mounting a serious attack 
along the f-file, and Black can break up White's 
structure with . .  . f6 if he wishes. 

17 . . .  f6! ?  leads to wild complications after 
1 8 .tllxc4! fxg5 1 9 .hxg5 c5! 20.d5 tlld400• The 
computer rates the position slightly in Black's 
favour, but in reality it's a complete mess . 

18.fxe5 @hs 19.i.h3 

19 . . .  i.cSi 
I prefer Black, although the position remains 

complicated. Possible plans include . . .  c5 to 
attack the centre, queenside play with . . .  a5 and 
. . .b4, or a kingside break with .. . f6 .  

l 9 . . .  c6!?+ is a good alternative, intending 
. . .  a5, . . .  i.a6 and . . .  b4. 

8 
7 
6 5 
4 3 
2 
1 

C322) l l .�c2 

a b c d e f g h 
This seems like the better choice overall .  

White avoids putting his queen on the e-file, 
which may be opened after a future d4-d5 
break, and also sets up future threats against 
the h7-square. 

l l  . . .  b5 
This is the most logical move order. 

1 1  . . .  c6 might lead to the same thing after 
1 2 .:!':iad l b5 ,  but White could also deviate 
with 1 2 .tll a4!?N b5 1 3 .tll c5 tll d7 1 4.:!':iad l 
Wlc7 1 5 .i.f4 Wla700• The text move rules out 
the latter option and thus seems slightly more 
accurate. 

12.:!':iadl 
1 2 .d5 exd5 1 3 .:!':iad l would be a strange 

move order, although Black does not seem to 
have anything better than transposing to the 
main line with 1 3  . . .  c6. 
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12 . . .  c6 
12 . . .  �b7 1 3 .d5 leads to complex play. The 

text move is safer, as it enables Black to swap 
some pieces after the central break. 

13.d5! 
I think White should get on with his central 

play before Black strengthens his position 
further. If White goes for a slower build-up, 
Black can proceed just as we saw in variation 
C32 1 .  

1 3  .. . exd5 14.exd5 ltixd5 15.ltixd5 cxd5 
16.ltig5 

This is essentially forced, as other moves 
would leave White without much to show for 
his material investment. 

16 ... hg5 17.Ei:xd5 'We? 

a b c d e f g h 

18.Ei:c5! 
White should force the black queen to e7 to 

set up �c5 ideas. 

1 8 .Ei:xg5? !  �b7 1 9 .Ei:h5 g6 favours Black. 

18 ... 'We7 19.Ei:xg5 i.h7 20.Ei:h5 

8 1.m m ��·� 7 � .l.m ��afiV,m ' �� �.,,, , ,/,� , , , , , /,� : 'fll •n lln �  4 ' n fn •n•n 
''l; �� ��''l; ��,� 3 � m � w[§ 

2 , , , , , ,,w�lm,,,, ,��Jf� 
1 �,,, , %� �-�:ti"" 

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  f5!?N 

This seems like the safest continuation, 
preventing �c5 and returning the extra pawn 
in order to neutralize White's initiative. 

20 . . .  g6 2 1 .�c5 W:fe6 22 .�xb7 tllxb7 
(22 . . .  gxh5 ! ?N 23 .�xaS Ei:xa800 deserves 
attention) 23.�xfS gxh5 24.�b4� gave White 
an ongoing initiative for the pawn in Akshat -
Debashis, Kolkata 20 14 .  

a b c d e f g h 
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21 .i.xb7 lllxb7 22Jhf5 !:ixf5 23.VNxf5 !:id8!? 
23 . . .  �e8 is also playable although it does 

give away the cl-file after 24.�d l .  

24.h4 
24.i.g5 fails to achieve the goal after 

24 . . .  Wd?. 

24 . . .  VNf'l= 

8 
7 
6 5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
The position is equal, although in a practical 

game Black could certainly try to make 
something of his mobile queenside majority. 

Conclusion 

The Catalan is a popular opening these days, 
so it's hardly surprising that a version of it 
exists against the Ragozin too. Fortunately 
Black obtains a good position by following our 
familiar plan of . . .  dxc4 followed by defending 
the extra pawn with . . .  lll c6-a5 and/or . . .  b5 .  
In  several of the lines we have the freedom to 
choose between two good options, so overall 
there is not much to fear from White's set-up. 
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5.e3 

1 .d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.tLJf3 tLJf6 4.tLJ c3 J.h4 5.e3 0-0 

A) 6.�c2 
B) 6.J.d2 
C) 6.J.d3 b6 7.0-0 J.a6 

Cl}  S.�e2 
C2) s.tLJes 
C3) S.cxdS exdS 9.ha6 tLJxa6 

C3 1 )  10.�a4 
C32) 10.J.d2 
C33) 10.�d3 �cs 1 1 .J.d2 �es 

C33 1 )  12.a3 
C332) 12.�acl 

a b c d e f g h 

276 
27S 
2S l 
2S2 
2S3 
2S4 
2S6 
2S7 
29 1 
29 1 
293 
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I .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tllf3 tllf6 4.tllc3 ib4 5.e3 
This move steers the game into Nimzo­

Indian territory. This particular variation is 
not the most threatening for Black, and he 
has many ways to obtain a playable position. 
Those of you who already play the Nimzo may 
already have a preferred way of handling this 
variation. For those who do not, I have selected 
a set-up which has proved fully playable at the 
highest level, while being relatively simple 
to learn. The basic plan is to castle and then 
develop the light-squared bishop to a6 as 
quickly as possible. 

5 . . .  0-0 
We will analyse A) 6.°1Wc2, B) 6.id2 and the 

main line of C) 6.id3. 
6.a3 ixc3t 7 .bxc3 b6 is likely to lead to one 

of the lines examined later. For instance, 8 .id3 
(8 .cxd5 exd5 9 .id3 ia6 is the same) 8 . . .  ia6 
9 .cxd5 exd5 1 0 .0-0 and we have transposed 
to 9 .a3 ixc3 1 0 .bxc3 in the notes to variation 
C3. 

A) 6.°1Wc2 

8 � ?· A � ���� .& /-: .JL �mi� f� ti 
1 :6& _ _ W,, _ _ ,/,� '&Y,m ' 6 "ll "ll f �f "lli llll ll® 0 -: ll�f�ll·ll ""'�'/, '"/'.;(' ""%'// � � 3 � � ���-�lrff{\itii� , , , , , /,lr� ��Af/. 2 0 �0% §' � �0% 0 �0 1 �,, . .  /,m 0,=ll•� 

a b c d e f g h 
White seems to be going for a hybrid of the 

4 .Wc2 and Rubinstein variations against the 
Nimzo, with an early Ci:J f3 thrown into the 
mix. 

6 . . .  b6 
Any sensible move can be played, but we will 

stick to our main plan. 

7.a3 
7.cxd5 exd5 8 .id3 ia6= reaches a harmless 

version of variation C3, as White has played 
Wc2 instead of the more useful 0-0. 

7 .. .  ixc3t 8.°1Wxc3 
8 .bxc3? !  is surprisingly common but it is 

totally inconsistent with the earlier Wc2. After 
the simple 8 . . .  ia6 9 .cxd5 (9 .ti:Jd2 c5+ also 
gives Black easy play) 9 . . .  ixfl 1 0 .<iixfl exd5+ 
we have reached a normal type of position 
except the white king is misplaced. 
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1 1 . . .lll c6!N ( 1 1 . . .tll bd? 1 2 .0-0 E:c8 1 3 .llld2 
dxc4 1 4 .bxc4 e5 was equal in Riazantsev -
lnarkiev, Chelyabinsk 20 1 6; the text move is 
more ambitious) 1 2 .0-0 E:c8! With moves like 
. . .  b5 and . . .  lll a5 on the cards, White is on the 
back foot. 

8 1.• � � ��· 7 �,,, , , ;.,, , ,%� ,
,
Y,
- · 6 :rm 'ji !• ,� 5 'll!� ' ll 

4 ll�f�ll·llll 
-,;- - - - %- , , , , %,�/% %� 

� ��� jllo�!� , , , , ,  ��-%; �r'&:'d- - - - %� �- - - -1 -� m m.,t� : 
a b c d e f g h 

9 . . .  dxc4!? 
A rare choice, but it occurred in the third 

game of a mini-match between Grachev and 
Bartel , which makes me think it is a decent 
option for Black. 

9 . . .  ixc4 1 0 .ixc4 dxc4 1 1 .Wxc4 Wd5 is more 
common, but after 1 2 .WxdS lllxd5 1 3 .id2 
llld7 1 4 .@e2 c5 1 5 .dxc5 bxc5 1 6.E:hc l E:fc8 
1 7 .E:c2 tll 5b6 1 8 .E:ac l White kept a small 
edge in Nakamura - Giri, Tashkent 20 14 .  

10.hc4 �e4 l l .lYc2 obc4 12.l\'xc4 l\'d5 
Compared with the previous note, Black is 

helped by the inclusion of the . . .  tll e4 move. 

13.lYc2 
In a later game White decided to swap 

queens: 
1 3 .Wxd5 exd5 1 4 .id2 tll d6 1 5 .l:t>e2 llld7 
1 6 .E:hc l lll c4 1 7.b5 a6 

White has to be careful to maintain equal 
chances. He can do it with: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8 .i.b4!N 

1 8 .a4? !  E:a7! enabled Black to take over 
the queenside: 1 9 .lll e l  E:fa8 20.E:ab l axb5 
2 l .axb5 E:a2+ Dubov - Rodshtein, Moscow 
20 1 1 .  
The text move is a clever intermezzo to 
free the d2-square for the f3-knight, at a 
moment when the f8-rook cannot go to a8 
in one move. 

1 8  . . .  E:fc8 1 9 .a4 c6 
1 9  . . .  E:a?? !  20.llld2! favours White. 

20.bxc6 E:xc6= 

13 . . .  �d? 14.0-0 

8 i. � � ��· 7 ��-r--,Y.- · , , , , , %. , , , , %� ·� , , , , , %� 6 L,ll jl� llll 5 ��-%�,�� �� 4 r� r�l.A)- � 
3 

�-- - - %-_, , , , %�q)-
2 - - - - -%�v- - - - - -%� :wt] -- - -���/'� % ____ _ %%,r,f-- - -1 � � . :� 

a b c d e f g h 
14 . . .  f5!?N 

Black stabilizes the strong knight and relies 
on indirect defence of the c7-pawn. 

The game continued 1 4  . . .  E:fc8 1 5 .ib2 
llld6 1 6 .E:ac l a5 1 7 .lll e5 lllxe5 1 8 .dxe5 lll e8 
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1 9 .E:fd l  Wi'b5 20.Wc6 and the players agreed 
a draw in Grachev - Bartel, Khanty-Mansiysk 
2009. 

15 .i.b2 
1 5 .Wi'xc?? !  E:fc8 1 6 .Wi'f4 E:c2� is huge 

compensation for a pawn. 

15  . . .  aS! 16.l:Ucl 
1 6.Wi'xc???  is even worse here then on the 

previous move: 1 6  . . .  E:fc8 1 7.Wf4 E:c2 1 8 .E:ab l 
axb4 l 9 .axb4 E:a2-+ 

8 
7 
6 
5 4 
3 
2 
1 

16 . . .  axb4 17.axb4 E:xal 18.gxal gcs 
19.ga7 Wi'b5 20 . .ia3 

20.E:xc7 E:xc7 2 1 .Wxc7 We2 gives Black a 
minimum of a draw after: 

a b c d e f g h 
22.h3 Wxb2 23.Wi'xd? Wi'xf2t 24.©h2 Wg3t 
25 .�hl  tll f2t 26.©gl lllxh3t 27.�h l tll f2t= 

20 . . .  h6 21 .h3 l£idf6 
The knight is heading for d5 .  

22 . . .  l£id5+t 
Both sides have certain advantages, but I 

think White has more problems to deal with: 
his bishop is poor, the b4-pawn is weak, and 
Black's knights are excellent. 

B) 6 . .id2 
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6 .. . b6 
Once again, this plan works well. 

6 . . .  c5 is playable of course, but I was actually 
unable to find full equality for Black. In case 
you wish to investigate this yourself, I have 
included two fragments of recent games to 
serve as a starting point: 7 .a3 i.xc3 8 .i.xc3 lll e4 
9 .1Mf c2 (9 .i'!cl lllxc3 1 0 .1'!xc3 cxd4 1 1 .lllxd4 
a6 1 2 .lll f3 dxc4 1 3 .i.xc4 Wxdl t 1 4 .iixd l t  
Gajewski - Tomczak, Poznan 20 1 6) 9 . . .  lll xc3 
1 0 .bxc3 llld7 1 1 .i.d3 h6 1 2 .cxd5 exd5 
1 3 .'IM1b2 We? 1 4 .0-0 lll f6 1 5 .i'!fb l c4 1 6.i.c2 
llle4 1 7.a4 1'!e8 1 8 .a5 llld6 1 9 .'IM1b4± Aronian 
- Anand, London 20 1 5 . 

7.cxd5 
White has also tried: 

7.i.d3 i.a6 8 .b3 
This is not at all scary, and Black has several 
ways to get a good position.  

8 . . .  i.e7 
8 . . .  c5 ! ?  9 .0-0 cxd4N (9 . . .  lll c6 1 0 .a3 i.a500) 
1 O .exd4 dxc4 1 l .bxc4 lll c600 also looks quite 
tempting. 

9 .0-0 c5 

7 .. .  exd5 

I would like to draw your attention to the 
most popular move in the position, as it is one 
I would prefer to avoid: 
8 . . .  i.b7 

This move is certainly playable, but 
personally I would be worried about the 
possibility of a future kingside attack after 
allowing the d3-bishop to live. 

9 .0-0 a6 

1 0 .lll e5 !  
This is the plan that scares me. 
1 0 .i'!c l ? ! is too cautious. The following game 
shows how Black can deal with a slower 
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version of White's attack: 1 0  . . .  id6 l 1 .lLie5 
c5 1 2 .f4 lLi c6 1 3 .Wf3 cxd4 1 4.lLixc6 ixc6 
1 5 .exd4 b5 1 6.f5 b4 1 7.lLie2 ib5 1 8 .ig5 
ixd3 1 9 .'1Wxd3 ixh2t 20.'tt>h l  id6+ Koop 
- Roiz, Dresden 20 1 5 . 

1 0  . . .  id6 l l .f4 c5 1 2.E:f3 lLi c6?!  
12 . . .  llJ bd7 would have avoided what follows. 

8 .1 � . ; �. � � � � 7 .l� . . . . . /.� .,v.. i ��P' 
��-0 �%,,.,d' .

.
.
. 
%� 6 • ••• • � 

5 . . . . .  %.-.i"�f""'� �
� .. . . . "�r� . . . .  · '�r�

�
� 4 - � t&. � 

3 ��tn:� ��-� . . . . . ;�(ef'" '"� ��-0 2 8 t[j � •8 t� 
1 ""{"'"� -� �� .. . . 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .lLixd5!  ixe5 1 4 .lLixf6t 

1 4 .fxe5!?N Wxd5 1 5 .exf6--+ looks dangerous 
too. 

14 . . .  ixf6 1 5 .ixh?t Wxh7 1 6 .E:h3t 'kt>g8 
1 7 .Wh5 ih4 1 8 .E:xh4 f6 1 9 .d5 lLie7 20.e4--+ 

Black was unable to cope with the practical 
problems in Bareev - Renet, Yerevan (ol) 1 996. 
Overall I would say that 8 . . .  ib7 is fine for 
Black if he knows what he is doing, and you 
can certainly find ways to improve upon the 
above game - but personally I 'd rather end my 
analysis here and mark it in the 'Too Scary' box! 

9.�e5!? 
This is my computer's top choice, preventing 

any . . .  ig4 ideas . Other possibilities include: 

9 .0-0 gives Black a choice: 9 . . .  c4! ?  (9 . . .  ia6 
is the easiest solution, when 1 0 .ixa6 lLixa6 
transposes to the later variation C32) 1 O .ic2 
ig4!?  l l .h3 ih5 

8 .1• � �· 
1 ·r . . . . . . � . . . . z� .,v.. i . . . . .  %�

p 
�� �%.,.,JL

.
%
� 6 t� • •  � 

5 . . . . . %� r� ,, . . . . . :� ... 
4 �1i!.n�·!• 
3 � � ef�ltJ- 8 ��-,,? . . . . . :"' .J . . . J�·0 �% 
2 8 ttj_tW'� t[j 8 � � . . . . %�1•!' 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .a3N ( 1 2 .g4? !  ig6 1 3 .ixg6 hxg6 was 
good for Black in Balta - Schakel , corr. 20 1 1 ) 
1 2  . . .  ixc3 1 3 .ixc3 lLi c6 1 4 .E:e l i:'!:c800 With a 
roughly balanced game. 

9 .a3 ixc3 1 0 .ixc3 c4 l l .ic2 ig4 1 2 .Wb l ! ? 
( 1 2 .h3 ih5 1 3 .0-0 transposes to the line 
above) 

8 .1• � � �·� 7 � . . . . . . � . . . . . /.� .,v. •• 
6 . .

.
. . %�

�
�

� . . . . . %� . . . . . %� ��', . . . . . :� : �

� !6�
� ,� ·0 ��-�j-. . . %�Jr" �

� 3 -�"'�-r,J�.t.;��"'�� ����-��8�"'�·0 2 � � + - � � � 
:l'.'i % � '.%'. z � 

�-� "r·�· - . . "-� 
a b c d e f g h 

1 2  . . .  ixf3 1 3 .gxf3 lLi c6 1 4 .ia4 lLie7 1 5 .E:g l 
a5 1 6 .We2 E:b8 1 7.\We l Wd6 1 8 .ic2 E:fe800 A 
complex, double-edged middlegame had arisen 
in I. Sokolov - Vazquez Igarza, Montpellier 
20 1 5 . Black eventually lost this game, but it 
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seems to me that he has at least equal chances 
at this stage. 

9 . . .  J.a6! 
By contrast to the Bareev - Rener game, I 

suggest removing White's light-squared bishop 
in order to safeguard against a future kingside 
attack. 

IO.J.xa6 �xa6 l 1 .�a4 �c7 

1 2  . . .  ixcS 1 3 .0-0 l::le8 1 4.lll f3 '&c8= was safe 
and solid in Urbanec - Keres, Prague 1 943.  

13.0-0 ges I4.�c6 �d6 15.�xb4 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

15  . . .  �g4! 
A useful zwischenzug to weaken White's 

kingside. 

16.g3 cxb4 17.�e2 a5 18,gacl �e6-+ 
Black has good prospects to develop an 

initiative, either on the kingside light squares 
or in the centre with a timely . . .  d4 . 

C) 6.J.d.3 

This has been the most popular move by far. 
Black's main reply is 6 . . .  c5 ,  but I prefer to 
stick with our thematic plan of developing the 
bishop on a6. 

7 .a3 ixc3t 8 .bxc3 ia6 9 .cxd5 exd5 1 0.0-0 is 
covered on page 284 - see 9 .a3 ixc3 1 0 .bxc3 
in the notes to variation C3. 

7 .. .  .ia6!? 
7 . . .  ib 7 is the main line by far; the resulting 

position has occurred in more than 1 700 
games on my database. 

By contrast, the text move has occurred in 
fewer than a hundred games at the time of 
writing. The theory of this variation is still 



282 Part V - Other Ragozin Lines 

in its infancy but it has been tested by several 
strong GMs in the past couple of years. The 
first time that I was really drawn to this line 
was when watching Carlsen play it against 
Mamedyarov in the final round of the 20 1 5  
World Rapid Championship, where he used it 
to seal another world title. (The actual move 
order of the game was 7 .cxd5 exd5 8 .0-0 ia6, 
which is covered under variation C3 below.) 

We will analyse Cl) 8.Wi'e2, C2) 8.c!De5 and 
C3) 8.cxd5. 

Cl) 8.Wi'e2 c5 

9.dxc5 
White has tried a few other moves but I 

don't see any trace of an advantage for him. 

One recent game continued: 9.Ei:d l cxd4 
1 0 .exd4 dxc4 l l .ixc4 ixc4 1 2 .�xc4 ixc3 
1 3 .bxc3 �d5 1 4.�d3 l"i:c8 1 5 .ib2 lll bd7= 
Black has a comfortable position and soon 
took over after the following inaccuracy by 
White: 1 6 .llld2? lll e5 !  l 7.�a6 lll c4 1 8 .lllxc4 
�xc4+ F. Unzicker - Werle, Germany 20 1 6 . 

9 . . .  ixc3 10.hxc3 

a b c d e f g h 
10 .•. dxc4!?N 

This seems like the safest way to proceed. 

I also considered 1 0  . . .  bxc5 1 1 .l"i:d l lll c6 
( l  1 . . .lll bd7N could be an improvement) as 
played in Krush - G. Jones, Gibraltar 20 1 6, 
when White missed a promising pawn sac: 
1 2 .e4! dxc4 1 3 .ic2 �c7 14 .ig5--+ White 
is quite well placed to develop a kingside 
initiative. 

l l .ixc4 i.xc4 12.Wl'xc4 Wl'c7 13.i.a3 �k8 
14.Wi'b3 
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The text move is an interesting pawn sacrifice 
where Black gets enough compensation for 
comfortable equality. Here is a sample line: 

15.cxb6 tlixb6 16J:!:acl �c4 17.�a4 gab8 
18.�d4 gb6 19.gbl �g4 20.g3 h5 21J:!:xb6 
axb6 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
22.i.b4 �d2 23.gdl tlie4 24.gfl 

24.f3?  tllxh2 wins for Black. 

24 ... �d2 25.gdl �e4 26.gfl �d2= 
With a repetition. 

C2) 8.tii e5 

This was tried against me in a recent internet 
game. 

8 . . .  tiifd7!? 
Challenging the strong knight is simple and 

strong. 

Another route to equality is: 
8 . . .  dxc4 9 .tllxc4 

9.i.xc4 i.xc4 1 0 .�xc4 c5 is fine for Black, 
while attempts to delay recapturing the 
pawn only lead to trouble for White: 
9 .ic2? !  doesn't provide enough 
compensation after 9 . . .  c5 !  1 0 .Wff3 tll bd7 
l 1 .'Wh3 ib?+ . 
9 .ie2? !  c5 I O .if3 cxd4 1 1 .Wfxd4 ( 1 1 .ixa8? 
dxc3+; 1 l .exd4 tlld5 gives Black comfortable 
equality, but perhaps White should settle for 
this . . .  ) 1 1 . . .'Wxd4 1 2 .exd4 ixc3 1 3 .bxc3 
( 1 3 .ixa8? ixd4+) 1 3  . . .  tll dS 1 4 .id2 :gc8 
1 5 .a4 tll c6 1 6.tllxc6 :gxc6 1 7.aS b5+ 

a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  c5 1 0 .a3 

1 0 .tll eS ixd3 l 1 .'Wxd3 tlibd7= 
10 . . .  cxd4 l 1 .axb4 dxc3 1 2 .bxc3 'We? 

1 2  . . .  WfdS ! ?  also looks reasonable. 

a b c d e f g h 
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1 3 .Wb3 E!:d8 1 4.�e2?! 
1 4 .E!:d l �b5= 

1 4  . . .  �b5+ 
A draw was agreed here in Bernasek - Babula, 

Havlickuv Brod 20 1 5 , but Black could have 
played on. 

9.cxd5 
9 .lllxd7 would have been more testing 

although 9 . . .  Wxd7 1 0 .cxd5 exd5 l 1 .�xa6 
lllxa6 still seems fine for Black, for instance: 

8 i.1��'" ��)�• 7 ,J ��lW· · � ·  6 'SI- ,� %. %� 
5 �%, ?,·!��� %��� , �, � 
4 � 0 � � 3 � � �� %-
2 lrt , , � , %ff) "  �ff)'" J3�1Jil� 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .Wd3 �xc3 1 3 .bxc3 Wa4= Black has enough 
control of the light squares and he may even 
fight for the advantage ifhe manages to improve 
his knight without allowing counterplay. 

1 1 .ba6 lllxa6 12.bxc3 fNxd5 13.fNxdS exd5 

a c d e f g h 
14.�a3 :B:fes 15.f4 c5i 

Zil - Antidrome, Internet 20 1 6 . 

C3) 8.cxd5 exd5 

This is the main line, which sometimes arises 
via the 7 .cxd5 move order. 

a 
9.ha6 

e f g h 

This has been by far the most common 
choice. 

White has occasionally tried: 
9 .a3 �xc3 1 0 .bxc3 E!:e8 1 1 .�xa6 lllxa6 1 2 .Wd3 

1 2 .c4 dxc4 1 3 .Wa4 Wc8 1 4 .Wxc4 is the 
same thing. 

1 2  . . .  Wcs 
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1 3 .c4 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3 .a4 c5 gives Black easy play. 
1 3  . . .  dxc4 1 4 .Wxc4 c5 1 5 .ib2 cxd4 1 6 .Wxd4 
llic5 1 7.:B:ad l h6 1 8 .Wf4 

Here I found a useful improvement: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8  . . .  :B:e4!N 

1 8  . . .  lli fe4 1 9 .llid4 lli a4 occurred in Wang 
Yue - Harikrishna, Huaian 20 1 6, and now 
instead of 20.ia l ? ! lliec3 , when Black was 
fine, with . . .  Wc4 and . . .  :B:ac8 coming next, 
White could have obtained some advantage 
with 20.:B:c l !N;i;, denying Black the c3-
square. 

1 9 .Wd6 
The attempt to lure the rook away from the 
centre with l 9 .Wg3 :B:g4 20.Wd6??  runs into 
20 . . .  lli ce4 2 1 .We5 :B:xg2t!  with a deadly 
attack. 

1 9  . . .  We8! 20.ixf6 :B:e6 2 1 .Wd8 :B:xf6= 
With a level endgame. 

9 . . .  �xa6 

8 i. � � � ��· 
7 ��-,,- - -%--,v,-· ..... . %

� 
%% .... . %

� 6 "111 111111 ·· - -� 5 ��-��A�� �� 4 � !l�l� • �  3 , , - --�m-- - - %��-1110 %" 111 ··· "0 0  �0" 2 8/!lW(;����!l�ffJ 1 �  �ii°� � m  
a b c d e f g h 

White has tried several plans from this 
position - probably a sign that he hasn't settled 
on a good way to obtain an edge. Black's 
plan will generally involve . . .  :B:e8 and . . .  if8 ,  
followed by  queenside expansion with . . .  c5 .  I f  
White attacks the a6-knight then Black should 
generally defend it with . . .  Wc8, as the knight 
needs to remain where it is to support the . . .  c5 
push. 

White's three main options are C31) IO.'i;Ya4, 
C32) 10.id2 and C33) IO.'i;Yd3. 

1 0 .We2 is similar to variation C33 but, 
considering that Black's rook is heading for 
e8 anyway, it is hard to see how White can 
be better off with his queen on the e-file. In 
the following game White got no advantage: 
1 0  . . .  Wc8 1 1 .i.d2 :B:e8 1 2 .E:ac l i.f8 1 3 .:B:fd l  
Wb7 1 4.ie l c5 

a b c d e f g h 
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1 5 .dxc5 bxc5 1 6.°1Wb5 '1Wc8 1 7.°1Wa5 °1Wb7 
1 8 .°1Wb5 °1Wc8 1 9 .llla4 l:l:b8 20.°1Wa5 °1Wb7 2 1 .b3 
llle4 22.llld2 lllf6 23.lllf3 llle4 24.llld2 lllf6 
25 .lllf3 Y2-Y2 Tomashevsky - Bluebaum, Doha 
20 1 5 . Evidently Black was happy to repeat 
moves against his higher-rated opponent, but he 
could also have played on in a balanced position. 

1 0 .lll e2 id6 ( 1 0  . . .  l:l:e8N is also playable, 
when 1 l .b3 lll e4 1 2 .ib2 id6 reaches the line 
below) 1 l .b3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . .l:l:e8!?N ( 1 1 . . .lll b8 1 2 .ib2 lll bd7 was 
also reasonable in Iordachescu - Gajewski, 
Reykjavik 20 1 5 , but I don't see any special 
reason to reroute the knight j ust yet) 1 2 .ib2 
lll e4 1 3 .l:'i:c l f6 14 .lll g3 °1Wd700 

a b c d e f g h 
Black is well placed in the centre and he 

has a few ways of getting organized on the 
queenside, such as . . .  c6 followed by . . .  lll c7, or 
even . . .  lll b8 followed by . . .  a5 .  

8 7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

C31) 10.�a4 

a b c d e f g h 
This was White's usual choice in the early 

days of this variation, and it certainly seems 
like the most natural attempt to play actively 
on the queenside. 

10 ... �cS 1 1 .i.d.2 ges 12JUcl 
1 2 .a3 if8 1 3 .b4 does not prevent Black's 

plan : 1 3  . . .  c5 1 4 .bxc5 bxc5 1 5 .l:l:ab l 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  c4! White has to be very careful once he 
allows Black to establish this protected passed 
pawn. 1 6 .l:l:b2 lll c7 1 7 .l:'i:fb l a6 1 8 .l:l:b6 l:l:e6 
1 9 .l:l:xe6 fxe6+ Topalov - Ponomariov, Zug 
20 1 3 . The position is close to equal but the 
long-term trump of a protected passed c-pawn 
makes me favour Black. 

1 2 .l:'i:ac l  if8 1 3 .lll e2 c5 
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1 3  . . .  �d6 is playable but riskier, and after 
1 4 .b4 c5 1 5 .dxc5 bxc5 1 6.:gfd l tll e4 1 7.�c3 
'We6 1 8 .bxc5 tllaxc5 1 9 .'Wd4 'Wh6 20.tll g3± 
Black was under some pressure in Dragun -
Gajewski ,  Poznan 20 1 5 . 
The text move continues Black's standard 
plan. If White ignores it, Black will be able 
to think about . . .  c4 followed by further 
queenside expansion. 

1 4 .dxc5 tllxc5 

� 1�1
�
1!1. 6 , %��

�
�- - %

� 
5 %�!�-- - - � 4 1.-' ·- --�-�� 3 %%

� 
�
�tt:J� ��" �� ef , %�,,, ��-'%% 2 � 'ef� �tt:J'ef� � 'ef� , , , , , %��- - - - -r,-i� ' ' ' '  

a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .'Wc2 'Wa6 1 6 .tll c3 ?! 

1 6.�c3N would have been better, with equal 
play after 1 6  . . .  tll fe4. 

1 6  . . .  :gac8+ 
Black's active pieces gave him the easier game 

in Hillarp Persson - Socko, Stockholm 20 1 6 . 

one could argue that it is more suitable here 
compared to the note above after 1 2 .:gac l . 
After 1 4.b4 c5 1 5 .dxc5 bxc5 1 6 .:gab l tll e4 
1 7 .�e l 'We6 1 8 .bxc5 tll axc5=  White had no 
advantage in Korobov - Zhang Zhong, Doha 
20 1 5 . You can investigate this in more detail if 
you wish, but it seems to me that the normal 
. . .  c5 plan works fine, so I will keep that as the 
main line. 

14.dxcS c!Lixc5 15 .'1Wc2 '1Wa6 16.ic3 c!Lice4 
1 6  . . .  tll fe4!?N also looks sensible. 

C32) IO.id2 
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This time White develops normally and 
refrains from attacking the a6-knight for the 
time being. 

10  . . .  c5!? 
10 . . .  l:!eS is the normal treatment and is 

perfectly playable. However, I 'm not entirely 
sure about the position after: 1 1 .l:!c l ifS 
( 1 1 . . .cS is a decent move, but if Black is going 
for this idea then we may do it immediately, as 
it's not clear if the rook will be best placed on 
eS or dS) 1 2 .lll eS c5 1 3 .ie l lll c7 1 4 .f4 This 
was Woj taszek - Harikrishna, Huaian 20 1 6. It 
seems to me that White's position is easier to 
play, even though he does not have much (if 
any) of an objective advantage. 

The text move has only ever been played once, 
although the resulting position has arisen 
via transposition in a few other games. Since 
White has not taken the opportunity to attack 
the knight on a6, I like the idea of playing . . .  c5 
immediately to create a flight square on c7. 

l l .'ilYa4 
1 1 .lll eS ixc3 1 2 .ixc3 lll e4= looks fine for 

Black. 

1 1 .a3 
This also fails to put Black under any 
pressure. 

1 l . . .ixc3 1 2 .ixc3 lll e4 
We will follow an email game for a few more 
moves. 

8 

7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3 .'!Wa4 '!Wes 
1 3  . . .  lll c?!?N 1 4 .dxcS bxc5 1 5 .l:!ad l '!We? 
1 6.iaS l:!fdS looks a little awkward, self­
pinning the knight, but in truth it is 
probably just equal after the further . . .  l:!acS 
and . . .  ll:\f6. 

14 .llld2 lllxd2!?N 
1 4  . . .  l:!eS 1 5 .l:!ac l '!Wb7 1 6.lllxe4 l:!xe4 
1 7 .'!Wd l l:!aeS= was also fine in Szenczy -
Van Bommel, email 2007. 

1 5 .ixd2 '!Wb7 
With the positional threat of . . .  c4 and . . .  b5 .  
The immediate 15  . . .  c4?! isn't ideal a s  1 6 .b3! 
breaks up the pawn chain.  

a b c d e f g h 
1 6.dxcS lllxc5 1 7 .'IWbS l:!fdS= 

The isolated pawn is not really a problem, 
and Black can improve his position with 
. . .  l:!acS and . . .  a6, or even . . .  '!Wd7, exchanging 
queens and finding a home for the knight on 
b3. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a c d e f g h 
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1 1 .  . .  �c7 
l I . . .llib8 has been played a few times but 

the text move seems more consistent to me. 

12.dxc5 bxc5 
After l 2 . . .  ixc5 Black went on to hold a 

draw in Sciarretta - Osipov, email 20 1 2, but I 
find it more interesting and ambitious to play 
with hanging pawns. 

13.a3 
This was played in the only game from chis 

position, so I will take it as the main line. 

I also considered: 
1 3 .:gfd l Vlie? 1 4 .a3 

1 4 .:gac l :gfd8 1 5 .a3 a5! transposes to 
1 5  .:gac l :gfd8 in the notes below. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  a5! 

A useful theme to remember in these 
positions. 
14 . . .  ixc3 1 5 .ixc3 llie4 1 6.ia5!t would be 
slightly annoying. 

1 5 .axb4 
1 5 .gac l gfd8 1 6 .Vlic6 ( 1 6.ie l can be 
met by 1 6  . . .  h600 or 1 6  . . .  llie600) White can 
go pawn grabbing but Black should have 
enough compensation: l 6 . . .  ixc3 1 7  .ixc3 
llie4 1 8 .ie5 gac8 1 9 .Vlib6 llie6 20.Vlixa5 
f6 2 1 .ig3 Vlib? 22.gc2 Vlib3 23 .gdc l gas 
24.V!fe l c4oo 

1 5  . . .  axb4 1 6.Vlic6 :gxal 1 7 .gxa l bxc3 1 8 .ixc3 
lli e6 

The simplifications have resulted in an equal 
position. For example: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 9 .h3 

1 9 .ixf6 achieves nothing: 19 . . .  Vlixf6 
20.Vlixd5 Vlixb2= 

19 . . .  h6 20.gdl gd8 2 1 .b3 llie4 22.ia5 gd6 
23 .Vlia8t V!if8 24.Vlixf8t 'it>xf8 25 .b4 d4 

a b c d e f g h 
26.exd4 

26.bxc5 is met by 26 . . .  :ga6 27.ib4 dxe3 
28 .fxe3 :ga4= with . . .  lli 6xc5 to follow. 

26 . . .  cxd4 27.b5 :gd5 28.gb l llic3 29.ixc3 
dxc3 30.'it>h2 c2 3 1 .gc l gxb5 32.gxc2= 

With an almost certain draw. 

13  . . .  .lxc3 
1 3  . . .  a5 ! ?  is possible here too, although 

things are slightly different without the 
moves gfd l  and . . .  Vlie? included. Play may 
continue 1 4.axb4 ( 1 4.:gfd l  V!fe7 transposes 
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to the previous note) 14 . . .  axb4 1 5 .Wc6 bxc3 
1 6  . .ixc3 :!'!xa l 1 7.:!'!xa l llle6 1 8 .h3 Wc8 

a b c d e f g h 
White has only the tiniest advantage. 

14.hc3 �e4 I5JUdl 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d 
15  ••. lllxc3! 

1 5  . . .  We7 transposes back to one of the 
1 3 .:!'!fd l  lines, where I commented that 
1 6  . .ia5!t would be annoying. 

1 5  . . .  :!'!cS !?N was my initial plan as it set a 
couple of minor tricks, namely 1 6 .Wxa7? 
lllxc3 1 7.bxc3 tll b5 followed by . . .  lllxc3 with 
advantage to Black, as well as 1 6  . .ia5 Wf6! ,  
when 17 . .ixc7? ( 1 7 .Wc2=) 17 . . .  :!'!xc7 1 8 .:!'!xd5?  
Wxb2 wins material . However, I eventually 
rejected it on account of 1 6 .:!'!ac l !t, when 
Black struggles to prove full equality as he now 
has to worry about the a7 -pawn. 

16.bxc3 

8 
7 
6 
5 
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a b c d e f g h 
I6 •.• Wf6 I7Jfabl  �Uds 1s.gb7 tlle6 19.gc1 
a5!?N 

The game continued: 19 . . .  d4 20.cxd4 cxd4 
2 l .:!'!xa7 :!'!xa7 (2 l . . .:!'!ac8 !?N 22.:!'!xc8 :!'!xc8 
23.h3 dxe3 24.fXe3 Wd8 25 .Wd7 !!c l t 26.liif2 
:!'!c2t 27.'it>fl Wxd7 28.:!'!xd7 g6 29.:!'!a?t 
should be a draw with best play, but Black still 
has some work to do) 22.Wxa7 

a b c d e f g h 
22 . . .  d3 23 .Wb6 d2 24.:!'!d l Wc3 25 .Wb U Black 
had just enough compensation to hold a draw 
in Jenneborg - Goreczny, email 20 14 ,  but it's 
not the kind of position I would aim for. 

The text move seems more straightforward, as 
Black safeguards the a-pawn while preparing 
to liquidate with a future . . .  d4 break. For 
example: 
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8 
7 
6 
5 4 
3 
2 

a b c 
20.Wb5 

d e f g h 

20J'�b5 can be met by 20 . . .  c4!= intending to 
activate the knight on c5 . 

20 ... h6 21 .h3 d4 22.cxd4 cxd4 23.tllxd4 
tllxd4 24.exd4 !hd4 

With an equal endgame. 

C33) 10.Wd3 

a b c d e f g h 
This has been played twice by Mamedyarov, 

plus a few other strong players in the past 
couple of years . 

10  .. . Wcs 1 1 .�d2 
This is the usual follow-up, preparing to post 

a rook on c l . 

1 1 .b3 can be met by l l . . .i.xc3!?N ( l  1 . . .Wb7 
was also okay in Zude - Marin, Helsingor 
20 1 6) 1 2 .Wxc3 llle4 1 3 .'1Wd3 lllb4= followed 
by . . .  c5 .  

l 1 .a3 i.xc3 1 2 .bxc3 c5 1 3 .lll d2 ( 1 3 .lll e5 c4 
1 4 .Wc2 occurred in Gilevich - Brancaleoni, 
Civitanova Marche 20 1 6, and now 
1 4  . . .  lll b8 ! ?N looks nice for Black) 1 3  . . .  l:'i:e8 
1 4. f3 Wb7 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .i.b2 c4 ( 1 5  . . .  lll c7!?N) 1 6.We2 l:'i:e6 1 7.l:'i:fe l  
l:'i:ae8 1 8 .lll fl lllh5 1 9 .Wd2 f5 +  Black had a 
nice clamp in Johannessen - Leko, Tromso 
20 1 3 .  

1 1 .  . . i::ieS 
White has tried C331)  12.a3 and C332) 

12.i::iacl .  

C331)  12.a3 
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12  . . .  i.£8 
1 2  . . .  .ixc3 is not ridiculous but it feels like 

a concession; after 1 3  . .ixc3 c5 1 4.dxc5 lllxc5 
1 5 .Wd l ( 1 5 .1.Wd4? lll b3) 1 5  . . .  lllfe4 1 6.Wxd5 
lllxc3 1 7.bxc3 lll e4 1 8 .l:!ac l Wen Black is 
struggling to find full compensation for the 
pawn. 

l 2 . . .  .id6! ?N seems decent though, for instance: 
1 3 .lll b5 ( 1 3 .b4 c6! ?  1 4.l:!ac l lll c7 followed by 
. . .  lll e6 looks reasonable for Black) 13 . . .  .ifS It's 
not clear if having the knight on b5 helps or 
not. A sample line is: 1 4.l:!ac l c5 1 5 .dxc5 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  bxc5 ( 1 5  . . .  lllxc5 ! ?  1 6 .We2 a6 1 7.lll bd4 
Wb7= also looks respectable) 1 6  . .ic3 c4 
1 7.Wd2 Wc6 Guarding f6, hitting b5 and 
preparing . . .  lll c5 .  1 8  . .ixf6 1.Wxb5= 

13.b4 
1 3 .l:!ac l has not been played here but it 

immediately transposes to variation C332 
below. 

13  . . .  �b? 
It is too early for 1 3  . . .  c5? ,  as the d5-pawn is 

loose: 1 4 .dxc5 bxc5 1 5 .lllxd5 lllxd5 1 6.Wxd5 
l:!b8 1 7.l:!fc l ±  

8 
7 
6 5 
4 
3 
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a b c d e f g h 
14Jffcl �ac8 

After 1 4  . . .  c5 ! ?N 1 5 .bxc5 bxc5 1 6.l:!ab l Wc8 
Black has lost two tempos with the queen, 
which is not as ridiculous as it may seem, as we 
have prevented White from winning a pawn 
with dxc5 followed by lllxd5 .  Play might 
continue: 1 7 .Wb5 ! ?  ( 1 7.dxc5 lllxc5 1 8 .We2 
1.Wd7=) 1 7  . . .  lll c7 1 8 .Wc6 l:!e6 1 9 .Wb7 c400 

15 .tlle5 
1 5 .l:!ab l !?N can be met by 1 5  . . .  c6 1 6.lll e5 

lll b8 1 7.a4 .id6 1 8 .f4 We7 1 9 .b5 (or 1 9 .lll e2 
lll e400) 1 9  . . .  c5 with mutual chances . 

1 5  . . .  c5 16.bxc5 

a b c d e f g h 
16  . . .  lllxc5! 17.dxc5 �xe5 18.cxb6 axb6= 

Ni Hua - Harikrishna, Doha 20 1 5 . 
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C332) 12J�acl 

This is our usual plan, and it was the choice 
of both Carlsen and Harikrishna. 

1 2  . . .  c5 ! ?N looks like a sensible novelty, 
intending to gain space while harassing White's 
queen with . . .  c4. After 1 3 .b3 1.Wb7 ( 1 3  . . .  .ia3 ! ?  
1 4 .i'!cd l ll\b4 1 5 .1.We2 lLlc6 1 6.ll\b5 Wa6 i s  
close to  equal) 1 4 .ll\b5 1"1ad8= Black looks fine 
to me. 

13.a3 
Mamedyarov played this in both games, 

evidently wishing to prevent the knight from 
coming to b4. 

13  . . .  cS 14.dxcS tllxc5 1 5.Wbl Wa6 

a b c d e f g h 

16.tlld4 gac8 
1 6  . . .  ll\ fe4 1 7.1"1c2 i'!ad8 1 8 .i'!d l ll\d3 1 9 .f3 

occurred just two days later, when Black 
should have continued: 

a b c d e f g h 
l 9 . . .  ll\xc3N (rather than 1 9  . . .  ll\xd2? 20.E:cxd2 
ll\e5 2 1 .lLlc2 ll\ c4 22.1"1xd5 1"1c8 23 .e4± as in 
Mamedyarov - Harikrishna, Berlin 20 1 5) 
20.i'!xc3 lLle5 White has a tiny advantage at 
most. 

17.8 tlle6 18.tDce2 i.c5 19.Wf5 
Now the most accurate continuation is :  

a b c d e f g h 
19  . . .  h6!N 

1 9  . . .  .ixd4 is certainly playable but there is 
no real need to release the tension so soon. 
20.ll\xd4 lLlxd4 2 l .exd4 i'!xc l 22.i'!xc l  Wb5 
23 .1.Wc2 h6 24.a4 
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8 
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a b c 

24 . . .  Wa6 (24 . . .  Wd7!?N seems reasonable; after 
25 .b3 Wd6 White will have to work hard to 
turn his tiny edge into something meaningful) 
25 .b3 tt'ld7? !  Black went on to hold in 
Mamedyarov - Carlsen, Berlin (rapid) 20 1 5 , 
bur 26.Wf5!N tli f6 (or 26 . . .  Wb7 27.if4) 
27 .ixh6 would have made things trickier for 
him. 

20.�fel 
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a b c e f g 
20 . . .  .ixd4 21 .lLixd4 tt'lxd4 22.exd4 �xcl 
23.�xcl 

Black has a better version of Mamedyarov -
Carlsen, as he has gained the . . .  h6 move for 
free. 

23 ... Wfe2!? 24.Wfc2 lLih7= 
The knight is heading for f8 and later e6. 

Black is fine, as his pieces are active and his 
knight is not really worse than White's bishop 
in this pawn structure. (Note that 25 .l"1e l does 
not win material as 25 . . .  Wb5= defends the 
rook on e8.) 

Conclusion 

Black's set-up involving . . .  b6 and . . .  ia6 seems 
quite promising, and the recent pickup in 
popularity backs that up. So far, White has not 
found any clear path to an advantage. There 
are some minor details, such as understanding 
the correct timing of . . .  c5, or deciding whether 
to put the bishop on d6 or f8 , which can 
make the difference between a slightly worse 
position or one with equal chances. Still, in 
most cases you can always count on a generally 
decent position, and it seems to me that this is 
the kind of set-up where you need to know the 
plans more than the exact moves . Black quite 
often has two or more options of roughly equal 
strength, so you can interpret the position in 
your own way. 
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A) 5 . .id2 
B) 5.�c2 dxc4! 
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I .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a �£6 4.�c3 i.b4 
We conclude our study of the Ragozin by 

considering A) 5 .i.d2 and B) 5.'1Yc2. 

5 .a3 ixc3t 6.bxc3 is covered under the 3 .ll'lc3 
ib4 4 .a3 ixc3t 5 .bxc3 ll'lf6 6 .ll'lf3 move order 
- see variation F 1 of Chapter 1 8  on page 36 1 .  

A) 5.Ad2 0-0 

5 . . .  dxc4 6.e3 ixc3 7 .ixc3 b5 8 .a4 is not to 
my liking. In the main line below, we will get 
this position with an extra tempo. 

6.a3 
Quite a rare line - White hopes to benefit 

from the bishop pair without damaging his 
pawn structure. 

By far the most common choice has been 6.e3, 
which transposes to variation B of the previous 
chapter. 

6 . . .  .bc3 
6 . . .  ie7! ?  leads to a weird version of the 

Queen's Gambit Declined. White's bishop has 
gone to d2 instead of the more active f4- or g5-
squares, but he has gained the a2-a3 move for 
free. If you know a bit about the QGD then 
you could certainly consider playing this way. 

7 . .lxc3 dxc4 
7 . . .  lll e4! ?  also looks entirely reasonable, but 

I will stick to our normal plan of eating the 
c4-pawn when the opportunity presents itself. 

8.e3 b5 
I briefly considered 8 . .  .'lWd5,  but found 

9 .ll'ld2!?N b5 1 0 .ie2 slightly annoying, 
as Black has to play the awkward-looking 
1 0  . . .  \Mi'c6. Black can and probably should give 
back the c4-pawn with 9 . . .  id7, with equal 
chances, but I would prefer to pose White as 
many problems as possible. 

8 1. •J..� ��·% 
1 lf .. . . . .. , . . - - xm _iY,m i , , , , , %� , , , , , %� • ---- - - %� 6 111� 111� Iii 
� �� T��� 111� -� ��-¥-- - - %% -� �� 3 � � �tt:J-
2 

, , , , , %0,, , , ,Y,� , , , , , %�8� 
I � '�lmt•� 

a b c d e f g h 
9.a4 c6 10.axb5 

1 0 .b3? !  leaves the c3-bishop looking 
particularly vulnerable. 1 0  . . .  lll d5 1 1 .'1Bd2 cxb3 
1 2 .axb5 cxb5 1 3 .ixb5 %Vb6+ was problematic 
for White in Machalova - Kovacs, Trencianske 
Teplice 2005 .  

10 . . .  cxb5 1 l .b3 
This occurred in Frotscher - Waibel, Leimen 

200 1 .  The position resembles a Noteboom. 
White should be able to win back his pawn 
on the queenside, but Black has a nice lead in 
development, keeping in mind that White has 
wasted time on a3-a4. My suggestion is: 
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8 � �- A � ����� a /�: ..lL �m� f�� � 
1 •--- - - -�f _ _ ,/,m ,•y,� ' 6 'n �nf.? '� 5 r� �� ,, _ _ _ _ , ;� 4 ��T.�� �� ��,if-- - -%�r,,,, �� 3 
� ��  r�tt:J-2 �- , � , , ,�-- - - - %� r;W!J 1 � %mvm�•� 

a b c d e f g h 
l l  . . . a5!?N 

This move is directed against i.b4 and ia5 . 
1 1 . . .Wfe?!?N is also sensible. Then 1 2 .bxc4 

b4 1 3 .ib2 a5 1 4 .id3 ib7 takes us into one 
of the main lines of the Noteboom with Black 
having . . .  W/e7 as an extra move, which must be 
of some use. 

12.bxc4 bxc4 
1 2  . . . b4? ?  would allow 1 3 .ixb4+- of course. 

13.hc4 �c7 14.'?Nd3 i.b7= 
Black has a nice lead in development and 

ideas of . . .  !l:c8 and . . .  ixf3 are on the table. 

B) 5.'?Nc2 

This position can also be reached via a Nimzo­
lndian, where White answers 4.W/c2 d5 with 
5 .tlif3 ,  rather than the much more challenging 
5 . cxd5 or 5 .a3 . 

5 ..• dxc4! 
Once again we should be happy to transpose 

to a good version of the Vienna Variation. 

The Vienna move order would be 3 .tlif3 tli f6 
4 .tlic3 dxc4 5 .Wc2 (5 .e4 is clearly the main 
move for White, and 5 .e3 is also respectable) 
5 . . .  ib4. Simply put, White has more useful 
ways to spend a tempo than putting his queen 

on c2 - though his position remains playable 
of course. 

We will analyse Bl) 6.a3, B2) 6.e3, 
B3) 6.i.g5 and B4) 6.e4. 

8 
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Bl) 6.a3 

a b c d e f g h 
6 .•• i.a5!? 

6 . . .  ixc3t is also possible of course, and leads 
to more mainstream positions: 7.W/xc3 (7.bxc3 
c5 8 .e3 0-0 9 .ixc4 We? 1 0 .0-0 b6 1 l .Wf e2 
ib7 led to typical Nimzo-esque play in 
I. Sokolov - Wells, London 2008) 7 . . .  b5 

a b c d e f g h 
8 .a4 c6 9 .g3 ib7 1 0 .ig2 tli bd7 1 1 .0-0 0-0 
1 2 .b3 cxb3 1 3 .ia3 !l:e8 1 4.W/xb3 a6 1 5 .!l:fd l �  
Eljanov - Palac, France 2007. 

7.'?Na4t 
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7 .e4 b5 is covered on page 305 - see 7 .a3 
.ta5 in the notes to variation B4. 

7 ... c6 8.'1Wxc4 
Here I suggest a modest improvement. 

% ' //-'lj . � � t?,\ijji f-' 6 '�f� f• '� 
5 "'�� ��,, � 4 111� 1-�� �� ,� �%'"/_}, , , , %� �� 3 r!J � mCZJm , , ,  , ��,�,, , , , �� ��'% ��,� 2 , , , ,Jll�,%��!��f!j 

� � ��m n 
a b c d e f g h 

8 . . .  0-0N 
After 8 . . .  b5 ! ?  9 .°1Wd3 b4! ?  1 0 .axb4 .ta6 

1 l .°1Wc2 .txb4 1 2 .e4 .txfl 1 3 .<i>xfl lt'i bd7 
1 4.g3 h6 1 5 . Wg2 0-0 the players soon agreed 
a draw in Shipov - Johannessen, Tromso 2006, 
but White's position remains slightly more 
comfortable at this stage. 

9.g3 
9.e4? allows 9 . . .  lt'ixe4+ of course. 

9 ••• °IWdS 
9 . . .  lt'ibd7 1 0  . .tg2 E':e8 is another possible 

direction. 

10.\Wd3 '1Wf'5!? 
A similar idea can occur in the Nimzo­

Indian after 4.°1Wc2 d5 5 .cxd5 '1Wxd5 6 .lt'if3 
°1Wf5 ! ? .  Black allows a slight damaging of his 
pawn structure in order to improve his control 
over the central light squares . 

8 �a1j_ � ��-7 :6£"� �� 'i"W i 6 'nfnf• '� 
5 ,�� �� 

�� /, , , , , ,� 
4 Iii.�.�-�� 

,� �% '"/i'.'."""� ��,� 3 � �:riVmCZJ�� 
, , , , , "w;t(, , , , , ,� �W.rfef ' " ' "W,N 2 Z'LJ% � LJ Z'LJ% Z'!'.'..J �,,, , ,� %=�·� 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 .  \WxfS exfS= 

If we imagine the aforementioned Nimzo­
Indian line continuing 7 .\Wxf5 exf5 8 .a3 .ta5 
9 .g3 0-0, we have reached the same position 
having gained the useful move . . .  c6 for free. 
White has also lost out on some of the more 
challenging options available in the Nimzo 
line, so it's safe to say that Black is doing fine. 

B2) 6.e3 bS 

This resembles variation B of Chapter 4,  but 
here White has played °1Wc2 instead of the 
earlier .tg5 , which means he can at least play 
.td2 to break the annoying pin when needed. 

a b c d e f g h 
7.a4 c6 
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Now the position resembles the Noteboom 
Variation, which starts after the opening 
moves l .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6 3 .lDf3 c6 4 .llJc3 dxc4 
5 .a4 i.b4 6.e3 b5 .  Here the position is the 
same, except that each side has an extra move: 
White has played the less-than-essential Wc2 
while Black benefits from the more useful 
developing move . . .  llJ f6. 

8.J.d2 a5! 
Not the only playable move, but I find it the 

most logical . Black is following the same path 
as in the Noteboom, intending to use the 1Mfc2 
and . . .  llJf6 moves to his advantage. 

9.axb5 .ixc3 IO • .ixc3 
1 0 .1Mfxc3 cxb5 1 l .b3 i.b7 1 2 .bxc4 b4 

1 3 .1Mfc2 transposes to our main line. 

10  ••• cxb5 
Black is well on the way towards a 

considerably improved Noteboom. 

1 1 .b3 i.b7 12.bxc4 b4 13.J.d2 
Usually White would prefer 1 3 .i.b2 in these 

positions, but 1 3  . . .  i.e4! emphasizes White's 
misplaced queen. For example: 

s .1• � �• � a 
7 '- - - - - -� ,, . , , %� r-·· 
6 �� �-,.--, , %� 
5 ��� �� '""". . . . . . %�f%��f%�� �� 4 t� 8 t�j_- � 3 'L.%� 

� . . . . %
�tt)� ����� � . . . .%�r���-"' 2 �-- /� 8 � � . . . . . �� �r7,£:r•� 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4 .1Mfd2 ( 1 4 .i.d3 i.xd3 1 5 .1Mfxd3 a4! and the 
passed pawns are already becoming a problem 
for White) 1 4  . . .  llJ bd7 1 5 .i.e2 0-0 1 6 .0-0 
1Mf e7 1 7.mcl  a4+ When the bishop goes to b2, 
Black should always be on the lookout for a 
chance to advance his queenside pawns. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
In the Noteboom proper, White usually 

recaptures with his bishop on c3 and then 
retreats it to b2, where it points towards the 
kingside. Here White has had to put it on d2 to 
avoid the problems of the note above. A second 
difference is that his queen has gone to c2 
instead of the more essential developing move 
i.d3 . In short, Black is already at least equal . 

13  . . .  �bd7 
1 3  . . .  0-0 1 4 .i.d3 llJbd7 1 5 .0-0 Wc7 is 

another valid move order. 

14.J.d3 '!Wc7 1 5.0-0 
1 5 .e4 should be met by 1 5  . . .  e5 ,  when 

1 6.0-0 0-0 transposes to the main line below. 
Alternatively, 1 6.d5 was played in Steiner -
Geier, Forchheim 2003, when 1 6  . . .  llJc5N+ is 
obvious and strong for Black. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
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15  ... 0-0 16.e4 
Non-forcing moves like 1 6.:gfc l  and 1 6 .c5 

can both be met by 16 . . .  :gfb8,  getting behind 
the passers. 

The following game contained some nice 
instructive points: 
1 6 .llig5 h6 1 7.llih7 llig4 1 8 .f4 

7 
6 
5 
4 

2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8  . . .  mh8! 

18 . . .  :gfd8 1 9 .h3 was messier, though 
still pretty good for Black in Paschall -
P. Horvath, Budapest 2004. 
The text move is more accurate, thanks to 
the following tactical point: 

1 9 .h3 b3! 20 .�c3 
20.�xb3 J.xg2+ 

20 . . .  lligf6 2 1 .llixf6t llixf6 22.:gxa5 llie4! 

23 .:gxa8 
23 .J.xe4 �xa5-+ 

23 . . .  llixc3 24.:gxb8t �xb8 25 .J.xc3 J.a8 
26. 'it>f2 f5+ 

White soon gave up in Blondel - Epinoux, 
corr. 20 1 2 .  

8 � � -� �· 
7 �r-"-'•Y,m • 
6 �� ,,,,,/,� ·-----%� 
5 ��� ��

,, � ,,,,,%�r���r��� �� 4 �i%8�8%8D � �,,,,%��� �� 3 �� ��'0 ��p ��p 2 •V� t[j 8 w� 1 �W@.,,,,,�� '!m,,,, 
a b c d e f g h 

16 . . .  eS! 
le is worth remembering to meet the 

e3-e4 advance in this way when possible. Once 
again ,  we see why White normally prefers co 
put his bishop on b2 in the Noteboom. 

17JUel :!:Ue8i 
Halldorsson - Van der Werf, Reykjavik 

1 996. 

B3) 6.J.g5 

This has been played a couple of times by 
Mamedyarov. There is an obvious parallel 
with the 5 .ig5 dxc4 variation, though White 
would not normally be in such a hurry co put 
his queen on c2. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 

3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
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6 . . .  b5 
Even though White is not yet attacking 

the c4-pawn, it makes sense to defend it in 
advance, while also preparing to develop the 
bishop on the ideal b7-square. 

White's two main options are B31) 7.e4 and 
B32) 7.a4. 

7.e3?! reaches a version of the 5 .ig5 dxc4 6.e3 
b5 line, as covered in variation B of Chapter 4 .  
White is struggling to find equality there at the 
best of times, and he is not helped by having 
played the premature 7.°1Wc2? ! .  

B31) 7.e4 

This position has sometimes been reached via 
the 5 .ig5 dxc4 6.e4 b5 ! ?  variation, as covered 
in Chapter 7 - although it's obvious that 
7.Wic2 is not the way to put pressure on Black 
from that position. According to my database, 
White has achieved a pitiful score of less than 
20% from here. 

7 . . .  h6 
It is helpful to clarify what White plans to do 

with his bishop. 

8 . .ih4? is giving Black too much: 8 . . .  g5! 
9 .ig3 ib7 and White is already under terrible 
pressure in the centre. 1 0.e5 ( 1 0.0-0-0 
ixc3 1 l .Wixc3 tlixe4-+ Minguela Munoz -
Rusev, Cambados 2008) 1 0  . . .  tlie4 l l .a3 ia5 
1 2 .0-0-0 tlixc3 1 3 .bxc3 Wie7 14 .Wib2 tlid7-+ 
Klein - Shliperman, New York 1 995 .  

8 .id2 i s  not so  bad, but Black i s  still doing 
well after: 8 . . .  ixc3 9 .bxc3 .ib7 1 0 .e5 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  tlie4! (Better than 1 0  . . .  tlid5 ,  when 
1 1 .Wib l !  would be annoying) 1 l .a4 a6 1 2 .�b l 
ic6 1 3 .icl 0-0 1 4.ie2 tlid7+ White was 
struggling to prove compensation in Marzolo 
- Guliyev, Paris 2004. 

8 . . .  \Wxf6 9.J.e2 
9 .a4 gives Black the attractive extra option 

of: 
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line after 10 . .ie2 .ib7 1 1 .0-0 a6} 1 0 .ggd l a6 
Having lured the rook to d l ,  Black can play 
this move as there is no pin along the a-file. 
l l . .ie2 e5 ! ?  With clearly better chances for 
Black. 

9 ••• i.b7 10.0-0 a6 1 1 .a4 c6 12.e5 
Other moves are no better: 

1 2 .ggfd l  0-0 1 3 .e5 Wffe7 1 4.ltJe4 ltJd7 1 5 .Wic l 
f5 1 6.exf6 ltJxf6 1 7.ltJxf6t ggxf6+ Esedov -
P. Horvath, Chalkidiki 2000. 

1 2 .ltJe5 0-0 1 3 .f4 is an attempt to build a 
space advantage, but 1 3  . . .  ltJd7! is a clever 
response: 

a b c d e f g h 
14 .iih l ( 1 4 .ltJxd7? Wixd4t-+ is the point) 
1 4  . . .  ggad8 1 5 .ltJg4 This occurred in Petkov -
Ki. Georgiev, Sibenik 2006, and now there 
was no reason to refrain from 1 5  . . .  Wixd4!N. 
For instance: 

16 .ggad l (or 1 6.e5 ltJc5 1 7.ggad l liJd3-+) 
16 . . .  Wib6 1 7 .f5 exf5 1 8  .exf5 f6-+ White has 
nothing like enough play for the two missing 
pawns. 

12 . • •  Yl?e7 13.tLJe4 tLJd7 

B32) 7.a4 

This seems more logical than the previous 
option. Rather than converting to a typical 
e2-e4 set-up having spent an important tempo 
on Wic2, White attacks our pawn chain and 
hopes to develop pressure on the long diagonal. 
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7 . . .  c6 8.g3 
8.e4 h6 is similar to the previous variation 

and may well transpose. This was actually the 
move order of the Petkov - Georgiev game 
quoted above. 

8 . . .  .ib7 9 . .ig2 tlibd7 10.0-0 
1 0 .ll'ieS should be met by: 

�i!u�&T•f 
6 · ;,nlnl• .. %� 
5 111:.�� ..... , 
4 :� ld""'.� .. J� 
3 111 ..... �� 

.. 
%- ;,;,' 2 ��if� :�J:.� .... z .... %�."'"' �:::·-JK ... % ... .. � m � nll 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  '\Mf cS!N, when Black keeps his queen safe 
and stands slightly better. The more obvious 
1 0  . . .  1Mfb6 ran into trouble after 1 1 .0-0 h6? 
( 1 1 . . . 0-0 is better, although 1 2 .�e3 ! ?  is still 
a bit annoying) 1 2 .�e3!t in Flores Alvarez -
Schwartzman, Mar de! Plata 1 936. 

10 ... �b6 
Without the white knight on e5 ,  this move 

works fine, as �e3 can always be met by . . .  ll'id5 .  

1 1 .e4 
This was Mamedyarov's choice. Another 

game continued: 
I I .2"1fd I 0-0 

After I l . . .a6!?N, 1 2 .ll'ie5 ! ?  looks best. 
1 2 .e4 a6 

I considered 1 2  . . .  h6 in order to cut out 
any ll'ig5 ideas, but l 3 .e5 !  is a decent 
reply: 1 3  . . .  ll'id5 ( 1 3  . . .  hxg5 1 4 .ll'ixg500) 
14 .�xh6! gxh6 1 5 .1Mfd2 White has enough 
counterplay, as 1 5  . . .  Wg7 I 6.ll'ixd5!  regains 
the piece. 

8 .i 111 111 �.Bi· 
7 111i�4i� .Y,. I. 
6 �B �111 �r,.,! .. �111 I.�.�� 111� ,1)1] 
: !�T�!111 �--�� 
3 . ... . �� - .. %111 !' 2 111�if• 111�.f� 
1 �- ;,111 1111 r, . . %rftl ... 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .�xf6 ll'ixf6 1 4.e5 ll'id5 1 5 .ll'ig5 g6 
1 6 .ll'ige4N 

1 6.h4?! �e7 1 7.ll'ice4 2"1ad8 1 8 .1Mfe2 h6+ 
gave White nothing in Puzko - Potkin, St 
Petersburg 20 14  . 



304 Part V - Other Ragozin Lines 

1 1  . • •  a6 12J:Udl h6!? 
12 . . .  0-0 leads back to the previous note, and 

is perfectly playable. Instead Carlsen decides to 
drive the bishop back before castling. 

13.i.e3 0-0 14.dS 

8 i. � � ��· %� %�-----��.i'% 
1 �;A��I ��l/��-0 6 i�im i�a1: Ii ..... %� �� / .. .. ,,� ,,,,, 
5 ��,�� ���-4 8 m%l �� �w� 
3 � m �tt:Jw� 
2 �-� 

,,,,,Y,d:f� ,,,,ef .... %� �� ..... %� ·i{"" 1 � �:� � 
a b c d e f g h 

14 . . .  i.cS!N 
14 . . .  c5 ! ?  led to an eventual success for Black 

in Mamedyarov - Carlsen, Shamkir 20 1 4, 
but the position is extremely double-edged 
and it's not ideal having the bishop blocked 
out of play on b4. The text move avoids this 
problem and forces White to make a tough 
decision: he must either exchange a pair of 
bishops or spend time moving the bishop from 
e3, leaving Black with pressure against the 
f2-pawn. 

15.dxe6 
1 5 .i.xc5 lllxc5 1 6.d6 doesn't give White 

enough compensation: 1 6  . . .  lllb3 1 7.�ab l c5 
1 8 .e5 llld7 1 9 .lll e4 �ad8+ Despite the strong 
d-pawn, Black is a pawn up and actively 
placed, with . . .  lll d4 coming soon. 

15  ... fxe6 16.eS 
1 6 .a5 'Wc7 1 7.llld4 i.xd4 1 8 .i.xd4 c5+ also 

leaves White with insufficient compensation. 

8 i. � � ��· �� �% ,,,,,Y._ •/ 

: f,Ta!Jlw .. ... \�f0 ��r�--·--·· ..... 5 � ·� w� u. 
4 

%� ,, ... �� .... . %� �-
8 �%l��-0��r� 

3 � � mtt:Jw� 
2 ��i'B .... . Y.d:f� .... ef .. ,,%� � ..... %� ·i{"" 1 � �:- � 

a b c d e f g h 

16 . . .  llldS 17.i.f4 l:H7il+ 
l 7 . . .  i.c8 l 8 .'Wd2 b4 l 9 .llle4 c3+ is given by 

Ftacnik in his ChessBase annotations, but the 
text move looks more logical to me. It's still 
a messy position but Black must be at least 
slightly better, with an extra pawn, pressure 
on the f-file, and the possibility of landing a 
knight on d3 at some point. 

B4) 6.e4 

This posmon is sometimes reached via the 
Vienna move order of 4 . . .  dxc4 5 . e4 i.b4, 
when 6.Wc2 is a somewhat rare alternative to 
the more challenging options of 6.i.g5 and 
6.i.xc4! ? .  

a b c d e f g h 

6 . . .  b5 
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The typical move, defending c4 and 
preparing to deploy the light-squared bishop 
on b7. 

7.a4 
This is by far the most common move. It 

makes sense to provoke . . .  c6 in order to block 
the long diagonal for Black's light-squared 
bishop. 

7 . .ig5 leads back to variation B3 1 .  

7.e5 lDd5 8 .a4 c6 transposes to 8 .e5 lDd5 in 
the note to White's next move. 

It is also worth considering: 
7.a3 ia5 

a b c d e f g h 
White has driven the bishop further away 
from the kingside; on the other hand, after 
a future . . .  lDxc3, White will not pick up a 
tempo with bxc3 . 

8 .e5 lDd5 9 .ie2 ib7 1 0 .0-0 lDxc3 l 1 .bxc3 
'Wd5 1 2 .a4 a6 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3 .axb5 
I also checked: 1 3 .lDe l N  lDc6 1 4 .if3 
'Wd7 1 5  . .ia3 b4! 1 6.ixb4 ( 1 6.cxb4 lDxd4 
is dangerous only to White) 1 6  . . .  ixb4 
1 7.cxb4 lDxd4 1 8 .'Wxc4 lDxf3t l 9 .lDxf3 
ixf3 20.gxf3 0-0= 

1 3  . . .  axb5 1 4.ia3 lDd7 1 5 .�fb l 'We4 16 .'Wd2 
ixc3 17 .'Wxc3 'Wxe2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8 .'Wb4 c5 1 9 .dxc5 ic6 20.lDd4 'We4 2 1 .lDxc6 
'Wxc6 22.'Wxb5 lDxe5 23.f4 'Wxb5 24.�xb5 
lDc6 25 .�b6 

Up to this point Black had played perfectly 
in Stocek - Luch, Czech Republic 20 1 3 . 
Here he could have sealed the victory with: 

a b c d e f g h 
25 . . .  \t>d7!N 26.�b7t \t>c8 27.�xf7 c3-+ 

7 . . .  c6 s.j,e2 
8 . .ig5 transposes to 8 .e4 in the notes to 

variation B32 - which might itself transpose 
to variation B3 1 after 8 . . .  h6 and so on. 
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8.e5 llld5 1 6 .bxa??! e5t 
This gives rise to an interesting kind of 1 6  . . .  lllxb6= 
transposition: 

s .1ati.� �• � � 
7 �,,,,,;� ,,,.,Z� r.,,, 
6 _ _ _ _  ,%.r.ra----%� 5�·-·�. ��� �z ,0/."""'z �, 4 ��·� • � 
3 ,,,,,���f'""'� �� ��·�, _,, , ;� ��'0 �� '0 2 ,,,,/lll��,J��!j � �- � � �J.-: 

a b c d e f g h 
We have reached a weird version of the 
Geller Gambit in the Slav ( 1 .d4 d5 2.c4 c6 
3 .lll f3 lll f6 4 .lll c3 dxc4 5 . e4 b5 6.e5 llld5 
7.a4 e6) with the extra moves Wfc2 and 
. . .  .ib4 included, which can't harm Black's 
chances too much. A game continued: 

9 .id2 lllxc3 
9 . . .  a5!?N would be more ambitious . 

1 0 .bxc3 ie7 1 1 .We4 0-0 1 2 .axb5 Wd5 
1 3 .Wg4 

1 3  . . .  fS ! 
It is worth remembering this idea when the 
white queen goes to g4. 

14 .exf6 .ixf6 1 5 .b6!N 
1 5 .Wf g3?! cxb5+ was excellent for Black in 
Lorparizangeneh - Pashikian, Jermuk 20 14. 

1 5  . . .  llld? 1 6.�xa? 

8 . . .  i.b7 
This position has actually arisen in more than 

a hundred games, most of them through a Slav 
or Triangle set-up where White decides to give 
up the c4-pawn. The chances of this position 
arising via a Ragozin are slim, so I will keep 
the coverage relatively brief. Besides, Black's 
plan of development ( . . .  a6, . . .  lll bd7, . . .  0-0, 
possibly with a prophylactic . . .  h6 thrown in) 
tends to remain constant - it is White who 
faces the more difficult choice as to how to go 
about proving his compensation. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

9.0-0 a6 10.b3!? 
This is a thematic idea, though rare in this 

particular position.  White wants to open the 
queenside files . 

The most popular continuation has been: 
1 0 .ig5 h6 1 1 ..ih4 lll bd7 

White will find it difficult to justify his pawn 
sacrifice, as the following examples illustrate. 

1 2 .�ad l 
1 2 .e5 g5 1 3  . .ig3 lllh5 1 4.lll e4 Wb6 1 5 .a5 
Wa7 1 6.�fd l  ie7 17.�ac l  lllxg3 1 8 .hxg3 
occurred in Nyzhnyk - Klein, Plovdiv 20 1 2, 
and here 1 8  . . .  �d8!N looks correct. Black 
is at least slightly better, and can follow 
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up with . . .  c5 or . . .  0-0 depending on what 
White does. 

1 2  . . .  Wi'b6 1 3 .tll e5 tllxe5 
Black can also consider 1 3  . . .  0-0 1 4 .f4, as in 
Stefanova - Cosma, Nadole 1 995 ,  and now 
1 4  . . .  tllxe5N 1 5 .fxe5 tLld7+. 

1 4 .dxe5 tLld7 1 5 .'kt>h l tllxe5 1 6 .f4 tllg6 
1 7.!J.g3 e5 1 8 .f5 tLlf4 1 9 .!J.xf4 exf4 20.e5 

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  !i.xc3 2 1 .bxc3 0-0 22.f6 We3 23.fxg7 

In Kanarek - Grandadam, Athens 20 1 2, the 
natural recapture would have been strong: 

23 . . .  'kt>xg7N+ 
White does not have enough for the two 

pawns. 

10 .. . cxb3 1 1 .°1Wxb3 !J.e7 
l l . . .!J.xc3!?N 1 2 .Wi'xc3 tLlxe4 wins a second 

pawn, albeit for obvious compensation. A 
logical continuation would be: 1 3 .Wi'e3 tLif6 
1 4 .!J.a3 tlld5 1 5 .Wi'd2 f6!00 Cutting out knight 
jumps to e5 and g5, while making room for 
the king to go to f7. 

12.!J.a3 0-0 13.e5 !i.xa3 
13 . . .  tll d500 is also possible. 

I4.Wxa3 tllds 

1 s  . . .  b4 16.Wc1 as; 
Li Chao - Jakovenko, Istanbul (ol} 20 12 .  

Conclusion 

This chapter has dealt with a couple of sidelines 
against the Ragozin. 5 .!J.d2 0-0 usually 
transposes to one of the e2-e3 variations, 
unless White plays 6.a3, in which case we get 
a good game by exchanging on c3 followed by 
the typical . . .  dxc4. 5 .Wi'c2 has been tried by 
some strong players, but 5 . . .  dxc4! works well 
again. The main lines are 6.!J.g5 and 6.e4, both 
of which lead to complex positions, but the 
fact that White has spent a tempo on the early 
Wi'c2 means that Black can generally count on 
a fine game. 





PART VI 

3.�c3ib4 



Introduction to 3.�c3 ih4 

I .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lll c3 i.b4 
This move is a bit unusual but it makes perfect sense for a Ragozin player. White's most popular 

response has been 4.lll f3 , when 4 . . .  lllf6 leads straight to our desired Ragozin. In the following 
three chapters we will deal with White's various other ways of meeting Black's last move. 

8 �-.i..Ni9�'))�.i 
1 &f&"m""'"W {8'1 ,,,,,%� ,,,,,/,� :� ,,,,,/,� 
6 �� �� �� 0 
5 ��,���j��� �� 4 •8w� m � 3 ,,,,, Y,� , _ , , /,� �� 

�'Mi' � �0%�0"' 2 �Jl!J%�,� ��Jfl/dJlJ 
1� miV��w: 

a b c d e f g h 

4.e3 is the most important alternative, and it will be analysed in Chapters 1 6  and 1 7 . All of 
White's other options will be covered in Chapter 1 8 . Here is a brief introduction to both topics. 

4.e3 
I recommend meeting this move with: 

4 . . .  lllf6 
Transposing to the 4.e3 d5 variation of the Nimzo-lndian. This is relatively straightforward 

to learn and play, and it maintains compatibility with our Ragozin repertoire from earlier in the 
book. For instance, 5 .lll f3 would lead straight to Chapter 1 4 . 

Instead of transposing to a previous chapter by moving the knight to f3 , a more challenging plan 
is to develop this knight to e2 - usually after having put the bishop on d3 . Given the chance, 
White would like to follow up with f2-f3 ,  intending central and/or kingside play. In the following 
chapters, we are going to do everything possible to stop White from carrying out this plan! Here 
is a summary of the main options and where you can find them. 
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5.a3 
5 .llige2 dxc4 is a timely capture of the 

c4-pawn, which is consistent with our strategy 
throughout the book. White must decide 
between playing with uncertain compensation 
or going to some inconvenience to regain the 
lost pawn. 

5 .id3 e5! is the kind of move which will 
make your opponent jump out of his chair! 
This unexpected pawn break throws a spanner 
in the works of White's plans and looks to 
turn the tables right from the outset, as Black 
presses for an initiative. 

5 . • •  i.xc3t 6.bxc3 

a b c d e f g h 

6 .. . c6!? 
An interesting little sideline. White will 

nearly always exchange on d5 at some point, 
in order to get rid of his doubled c-pawns. 
The text move prepares to recapture with the 
c-pawn and open up direct access to White's 
backward c3-pawn, while maintaining an extra 
central pawn by comparison with the . . .  exd5 
structure. 

White can clarify the central structure much 
sooner by means of: 

5.cxd5 exd5 
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This exchange enables White to proceed 
unhindered with his plan of id3 and llige2, 
but it comes at a price of opening up the 
diagonal of our light-squared bishop. The 
main line continues: 

6.id3 0-0 7.c!lie2 ges 
Black is ready to meet f2-f3 with . . .  c5 ,  

challenging for the centre before e3-e4 
ever becomes a problem. If White develops 
normally and leaves his f-pawn at home, Black 
may even launch a quick attack with . . .  id6 
and . . .  llig4!? .  See Chapter 1 7  for full details. 

*** 

Returning to the position after I .d4 d5 2.c4 
e6 3.c!lic3 i.b4, Chapter 1 8  will wrap up this 
section of the book by considering White's 
alternatives to 4 .llif3 and 4.e3. The two most 
important options are as follows: 

4.cxd5 exd5 reaches a typical QGD structure, 
and is recommended in a few White repertoire 
books. 



3 1 2  Playing the Ragozin 

a b c d e f g h 

5.i.f4 This is the usual continuation, 
developing the bishop actively before playing 
e2-e3 . I recommend the flexible 5 •.• c6, 
followed by .JiJe7. Black can follow up solidly 
with moves like . . .  if5 and . . .  id6, but it is also 
possible to play more adventurously with ideas 
involving . . .  lllg6, . . .  h5-h4 and long castling. 

4.a3 is the other major option, when 4 • . .  .ixc3t 
5.bxc3 �f6 reaches another type of Nimzo. 

a b c d e f g h 

6.cxd5 exd5 is the main continuation. Here 
too, White would like to build a strong central 
position with e2-e3 , id3 and lll e2, and once 
again I will show how to interfere with that 
plan. See Chapter 1 8  for full details. 



Chapter 16 
a b c d e f g h 

Alternatives after 4.e3 �f6 

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�c3 i.b4 4.e3 �f6 

A) 5.�e2 dxc4!? 6.a3 i.a5 
Al) 7.fMa4t 
A2) 7.�g3 

B) 5.i.d3 e5! 
Bl) 6.dxe5 
B2) 6.�e2 exd4 7.exd4 dxc4 8.i.xc4 0-0 9.0-0 �c6 

B21) 10.h3 
B22) 10.i.g5 

C) 5.a3 i.xc3t 6.bxc3 c6!? 
Cl) 7.f3 
C2) 7.�f3 
C3) 7.i.d3 
C4) 7.cxd5 cxd5 8.c4 0-0 

C41) 9.cxd5 
C42) 9.�f3 

CS) 7.a4 
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l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lll c3 ih4 4.e3 lllf6 
In this chapter we will deal with three 

options: A) 5.lll e2, B) 5.id3 and C) 5.a3 .  

5 . cxd5 will be covered in the next chapter, 
while 5 .lll f3 converts to Chapter 14 .  

This move invites a transposmon to one 
of the main lines of the Nimzo-Indian after 
5 . . .  0-0. However, our chosen move order gives 
us an extra option which is consistent with our 
theme. 

5 . . .  dxc4!? 6.a3 
5 .id2 is covered on page 350 under the 4 .id2 This is the usual follow-up to White's 
lll f6 5 .e3 move order - see the note to White's previous move. 
5 th move in variation A of Chapter 1 8 . 

5.'\Wa4t lllc6 will almost certainly transpose 
back to Ragozin territory, for instance: 6 .id2 
(6.ctJf3 0-0 is variation D of Chapter 8) 
6 . . .  0-0 7.ctJf3 - see Chapter 1 0 . 

5 .Wc2 gives Black a choice: 
a) 5 . . .  0-0 is likely to transpose elsewhere; for 

instance, 6.ctJf3 leads straight to variation A of 
Chapter 14 on page 276, while 6 .a3 ixc3t 
is likely to lead to the same sort of thing, as 
it's hard to believe that the knight has a better 
square available than f3 . 

b) Alternatively, 5 . . .  c5 ! ? may not transpose 
directly to our repertoire, but gives Black 
a comfortable version of a Nimzo-Indian, 
which can be played without any specialist 
knowledge. White's early e2-e3 and Wc2 
moves do not combine well at all. 
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A) 5.lll e2 

a b c d e f g h 

6.Wa4t? !  
This isn't a good choice as White's moves do 
not coordinate well together. 

6 . . .  tt:lc6 7.a3 fie7 

8 .ctJg3N 
A game continued 8.Wxc4 0-0 9 .b4 e5 
1 O.d5 tt:l b8 l l .e4 c6 1 2 .ctJg3 b5 1 3 .Wb3 a5+ 
and Black was on the front foot in Yang -
Arnold, Saine Louis 20 1 2 . 
The text move is a reasonable attempt to 
recapture on c4 with the bishop, but Black 
has a convincing answer. 

8 . . .  h5 !  
Here hurries Harry the h-pawn! 

9 .fixc4 
9 .h4 e5 !  1 0 .dxeS tt:lg4+ is also good for 
Black. 

9 . . .  h4 1 0 .tt:lge2 h3 1 l .g3 0-0 
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1 2 .f4!? 
White could try this in order to prevent 
1 2 .0-0 e5!+. 

1 2  . . .  a6! ?  
Intending . . .  llia7 and . . .  id7-c6, with fine 

prospects on the light squares . 
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a b c d e f g h 

6 .. . i.a5 
Taking on c3 would be too cooperative of 

course. 

White may proceed with Al) 7.'?9a4t or 
A2) 7.tllg3. 

Al) 7.'?9a4t 

White quickly regains the pawn, but spends a 
couple of important tempos with his queen. 

7 . • .  c6 8.'?9xc4 0-0 

9.g3 
9 .llig3 occurred in an old game: 9 . . .  llibd7 

1 0 .f4 llib6 l 1 .Wd3 c5 1 2 .dxc5 'Wxd3 1 3 .ixd3 
ixc3t 1 4 .bxc3 llia4= Euwe - Capablanca, 
Amsterdam 1 9  3 1 .  

9 • . •  e5! 
An excellent move, opening the position 

while White is behind in development. 

8 W?� It.� :,_��-.A/�J:.JL�§� �BW 
7 �·"� ,,,,,%�,-·y,- ' 
6 'nT-n�.,,� 5 � �� �.,,,,, ;� � 

4'nln'n�n 
''l; './, ,,,;,z �-'l; �-� 3 (fl)� �� �fl)� �fl)� 0/, , , � ; %0% 1:0/, 

2 
,,,,,%�/,,,,,,� tti�,,,,%� 
,,,,} ---?'.�v'l; ��,,,,-if----�·----� � �i..m� 
a b c d e f g h 

10.dxe5 
1 0 .ig2 is well met by: 1 0  . . .  ie6 l 1 .Wd3 

llibd7 (there is also l l . . . exd4 1 2 .Wxd4? 
[White should prefer 1 2 .exd4 although Black 
is still at least equal] 1 2  . . .  llibd? 1 3 .llif4 ib3+ 
as in Van den Bersselaar - Pavlovic, Gibraltar 
2006) 1 2 .b4 ib6 1 3 .0-0 exd4 1 4 .exd4 llie5+ 
Sivuk - Deac, Jerusalem 20 1 5 . 
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10 . . .  tllg4 1 1 .£4 J.e6 12.Wa4 
1 2 .Wi'd4 id5 1 3 .e4? is refuted by 1 3  . . .  ib6! .  

a b c d e f g h 

12 . . .  tlld7N 
1 2  . . .  ltJa6 is also good. 1 3 .ltJd4 id5 1 4 .E:gl 

was the continuation of Maisuradze - Idani, 
Dubai 20 1 5 , and now 14 . . .  ltJxh2!N would 
have been good for Black after 1 5 .ie2 ixc3t 
1 6 .bxc3 ltJc5 ,  transposing to the main line 
below. 

The text move is a small refinement, removing 
the possibility of ixa6 in the above line. (This 
would have worked out well for Black anyway, 
but why allow it at all when we don't need to?) 

13.tlld4 i.d5 14J:!gl Lc3t 15.bxc3 tllxh2 
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a b c d e f g h 

16.ie2 tll c5 17.Wc2 i.e4 18.Wa2 b5i 
The position is messy, but Black is better 

because of his safer king and control over the 
light squares. 

A2) 7.tllg3 

s .1•..t�•� �I 
7 &fl"-'""%� ·-·· 
6 "� N"�f�f"� 
slJ'�B�B' B 
4 

,; .. �� r� �� �� ·0 �"_,,,.J" .... %/,//,"0 �/:'"//, 3 (I\% ?� ;:?f{i ?� � :�: �c.j1 :�: 
2 

..... %�,,,,.;� ,, ... %�"/i.;Wf!f 
.... J,, .. %w0 ��·'l'J,, .. %� �,, .. 1 � �iV��� g 
a b c d e f g h 

7 .. . b5 
Another game continued 7 . . .  c5 8 .ixc4 ltJc6 

9 .0-0 cxd4 1 0 .exd4 Wi'xd4 l 1 .ltJb5 Wi'xd l 
. 1 2.E:xd l  0-0 13 .ie3 a6 1 4 .ltJd6 ic7 1 5 .ltJge4 
ltJxe4 1 6 .ltJxe4 E:d8 1 7 .E:xd8t ixd8 1 8 .E:d l�  
when White had compensation but Black was 
still okay in Yusupov - Wirig, Germany 20 1 5 .  
I would prefer to hang o n  to the extra pawn 
though. 

8.i.d2 a6 9.i.e2 i.h7 10.0-0 0-0 1 1 .a4 
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1 1  ... tllbd?N 
1 1 . . .c6 is also possible. 1 2  . .if3 lll bd7 

1 3 .axb5 axb5 1 4 .lllxb5 .ixd2 1 5 .'<.Wxd2 
occurred in Praveen Kumar - Sundararajan, 
Mumbai 20 1 0, and now 1 5  . . .  cxb5N 16 . .ixb? 
E!:xa 1 1 7.E!:xa 1 lLi c5 1 8  .E!:a8 'IW d6 1 9  .E!:xf8 t 
'>i?xf8+ would have favoured Black. Still, the 
text move feels more natural to me. 

12.axb5 .ixc3 13.bxc3 
1 3 .bxa6?? loses material : 1 3  . . .  .ixd2 1 4 .axb? 

E!:xa l-+ 

1 3  . .ixc3 axb5+ favours Black too. 

13 .. . axb5 
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14.:Sbl :Sa5!i 

e f g h 

With . . .  c5 to come. Note that l 5 . .ixc4?! is 
no good due to 1 5  . . .  .ixg2 ( 1 5  . . .  bxc4 1 6 .E!:xb? 
lll b6 is also excellent for Black) 1 6.'ktixg2 
bxc4+. 

B) 5.J.d3 e5! 

5 . . .  0-0 6 .tlie2 allows White to transpose to 
standard e3-Nimzo territory. 

The text move is a rare option, but a dynamic 
and strong one. White's main replies are 
Bl)  6.dxe5 and B2) 6.tll e2. 

6.a3?! seems mistimed: 6 . . .  .ixc3t 7.bxc3 e4 
8 . .ie2 c6 9 .a4 0-0 1 0 .'<.Wb3 b6 1 1 ..ia3 E!:e8 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .cxd5 cxd5 1 3  . .ib5 .id? 1 4 .tlie2 tl'ic6 
1 5  . .ib4 a6 Black was at least equal in Raj lich­
Fridman, Wroclaw 2009. 

6 .'<.Wa4t?! tl'ic6 7.dxe5 tlie4!?  
7 . . .  dxc4 transposes to 7.'1Wa4t?! tlic6 in the 
notes to variation B 1 below. 

8 .tlie2? 
White had to try 8 . .ixe4 dxe4 9 .tlie2, 
although 9 . . .  .ixc3t 1 0 .tlixc3 Wg5 !+ is still 
promising for Black. 
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a b c d e f g h 
8 . . .  llic5 9 .Wc2 

9 .Wd l dxc4 1 0 .ixc4 llixe5+ is a variation 
mentioned by Emms. 

9 . . .  llixe5 1 0 .ixh7 g6-+ 
White was losing in Pieniazek - Sulypa, 

Legnica 20 1 2 . 

6 .cxd5 Wxd5 
White must decide what to do about the 
attack on the g2-pawn, bearing in mind that 
7 .llif3??  is impossible due to 7 . . .  e4. 

7 .dxe5 
This looks best, and was played in Gavasheli 
- V. Georgiev, Izmir 2006. Black's safest 
reply is: 

a b c d e f g h 
7 . . .  Wxg2!N 

7 . . .  llie4!?N is playable but risky: 8 .llJe2 
llJxc3 9 .bxc3 (9 .llJxc3? Wxg2+) 9 . . .  Wxg2 
1 0 .:ggl ixc3t l I .id2 ixd2t 1 2 .Wxd2 
Wxh2 1 3 .0-0-0 Wxe5 14 .ib5t-+ Black 
has three extra pawns, but White's initiative 

looks quite threatening. 
8 .Wf3 Wxf3 9.llixf3 li:)d5 1 0 .id2 llJxc3= 

Bl) 6.dxe5 dxc4! 

Forcing White to make another difficult 
decision. 

a b c d e f g h 

7.hc4 
7.Wa4t? !  

This has been White's most popular choice, 
but it's not a good move. 

7 . . .  llJc6 8.ixc4 llJe4 

a b c d e f g h 
9.Wb3 

9 .li:)f3 li:)xc3 1 0 .bxc3 ixc3t l I .i>e2 0-0 
1 2 .ia3 ixal 1 3 .:gxa l id?+ Milanovic -
Kurajica, Sarajevo 2006. 
9 .llJe2 occurred in Lekic - Pertlova, Bol 
20 1 0, and now 9 . . .  llJc5!N 1 0 .Wc2 li:)xe5+ 
would have been excellent for Black. 
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9 . . .  0-0 1 0 .llif3 ig4 1 1 .0-0 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . .ixf3 1 2 .gxf3 lll c5 1 3 .Wi'c2 lllxe5+ 

Alexandrova - Nemcova, Porto Carras 20 1 1 .  

7 .ie2 is not so bad, but Black is still at least 
equal after: 7 . . .  Wi'xd l t 8 .ixd l lll fd7 9 .lllf3 
lll c6 1 0 .ia4 0-0 1 l .ixc6 bxc6 Black was 
ready to pick up the e5-pawn with . . .  �e8 in 
Pischikov - Socko, Warsaw 20 1 3 .  

7 . • .  'i'xdit s.ci>xdl 
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a b c d e f g h 

8 . . .  .ixc3! 
The less accurate 8 . . .  lllg4?! was played in 

Zhai Mo - Tan Zhongyi, China 20 1 6, when 
9 .llld5 !Nt would have caused some problems 
for Black. 

9.bxc3 lllg4 

Emms evaluated the position as equal, 
which seems about right. We will follow a 
correspondence game where Black was able to 
get the upper hand. 

10.ci>e2 
1 0 .e6!?N ixe6 1 l .ixe6 fxe6 1 2 .ci>e2 llld7 

1 3 .lllf3 0-0-0 looks about equal . 

10 • • •  �xe5 
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a b c d e f g h 

l l .i.d5 
1 l .ib3 occurred in Byrne - Juergens, 

Radebeul 20 1 6, when 1 1 . . . b6!N would have 
been at least as good for Black as the main 
game below. 

1 1  . . .  c6 12.J.b3 b6 13.e4 J.a6t 14.ci>e3 
tlibd7 15.£4 �c4t 16.ci>f3 0-0-0 
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a b c d e f g h 
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17.ic2 ghe8 18.�h3 �c5i 
Black's excellent pieces gave him the upper 

hand in Hutschenreiter - Lyashenko, corr. 
2006. 

B2) 6.�e2 

Seeing that White had no advantage after 
taking on e5 and was in danger of being worse 
in several of the lines above, the text move 
seems a sensible way of declining the gambit. 

a b c d e f g h 

6 . . .  exd4 7.exd4 
7.�xd4 gives Black an easy game after 7 . . .  c5 

with the idea of . . .  dxc4 and . . .  'Wxd l t. 

7 . . .  dxc4 8 . .ixc4 
This position can be reached via a Queen's 

Gambit Accepted after l .d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 
3 .e3 e5 4 .ixc4 exd4 5 .exd4 ib4t 6 .�c3 lll f6 
7.lll e2. However, in that opening 7.lll f3 would 
be a more natural and active choice. 

8 ... 0-0 9.0-0 �c6 
After a few obvious moves, White must 

decide on a plan of action.  I analysed two main 
options: B21) 10.h3 and B22) 10 . .ig5. 

B21) 10.h3 J.f5 

The bishop is well placed here, as long as Black 
keeps an eye on any g2-g4 ideas. 

12.ig5 
1 2 .g4? is no good here because of 1 2  . . .  ixg4! 

1 3 .hxg4 lllxg4 when Black crashes through, 
for instance: 1 4 .Q;(g2 'Wh4 1 5 .lllg3 'Wh2t 
1 6.Q;(f3 llJxf2 1 7.�xf2 'Wxg3t-+ 

12 . . .  h6 13 . .ih4 
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a b c d e f g h 
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13 • • •  a6!N 
13 ... ie? 14.:ge l occurred in Alterman -

Wells, Groningen 1997, when Psakhis suggests 
the improvement 1 4  ... Wi'd?!?N 15.lllg3 ie6! 
16.ixe6 (16.d5? loses a pawn after 16 ... lllxd5 
17.ixd5 ixh4) 16 ... fxe6 with an unclear 
game. 

I think the text move is more accurate, as 
Black can avoid ... ie7 altogether in some 
circumstances, as ... g5 is more appropriate. 
For example: 

14J�el g5!? 15 . .ig3 .ig6m 
Black has gained some space while solving 

the problem of the pin, and his kingside is not 
really weak. 

B22) 10  . .tg5 

s 1.m..tii ��• 
7 ,, ____ ,,%� .,Y._ ' 
6 'Dii'DD.,,D 
5 W$! •••• ,, 
4 
�-,��--;,,,�� 3 ,, ... ��----%� �� 
��rd� ..... ;���-���-� 2 8 w� •ttJw� 8 w� 

1 �----%� ·� ::-�f'" 
a b c d e f g h 

10 • . .  h6 
It makes sense to play this as early as possible. 

If White is given time to follow up with Wi'd2, 
then we will have to think twice about playing 
... h6 due to the possibility of ixh6 with an 
attack. 

10 ... ie? has been more common, when 
11.Wi'd2 (11.Wi'd3 llia5=) 1 l ...a6!?N 12.a3 if5 
is close to equal. Still , I prefer to force White 
to make an immediate decision regarding the 
bishop. 

1 1..txf6N 
l 1.ih4 has been played a couple of times, 

when 11...ie? = is fine for Black. 
It is worth checking the text move to see what 

happens when White tries to force the play. 

1 1  . . .  Wlxf6 12.�d5 Wld6 13.Wlb3 
13.lllg3 llia5= is fine for Black. 

14.�xb4 i.xc4 1 5.Wlxc4 Wlxb4 
White should be able to draw this position, 

but Black has some chances to press against the 
IQP. 
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C) 5.a3 

a b c d e f g h 
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This is a popular choice, and is recommended 
in several White repertoire books. After the 
exchange on c3 , White wants to build a strong 
position in the centre with cxd5,  id3 , lll e2 
and 0-0, followed by f2-f3 and eventually e3-
e4. 

5 . . .  hc3t 6.bxc3 
At this important branching point, 

have chosen to recommend an unusual but 
attractive idea. 

6 . • •  c6!? 
A very interesting sideline. Kaufman does 

not mention it at all in his repertoire book, 
only giving 6 ... c5. 

White's entire plan (as outlined in the note 
to move 5 above) involves cxd5 ,  based on the 
assumption that Black will recapture with 
the e-pawn. Rather than allow this, our last 
move prepares to recapture with the c-pawn, 
maintaining a central pawn on e6 and opening 
the c-file towards White's backward pawn. If 
White does not exchange on d5 voluntarily, 
Black will provoke it with ... b6 and ... ia6. 

I checked five options for White: Cl) 7.f3, 
C2) 7.�f3. C3) 7.id.3, C4) 7.cxd5 and 
CS) 7.a4. 
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Cl) 7.f3 

a b c d e f g h 

This position can also be reached via the 
4.f3 Nimzo-Indian, although that would have 
involved White's last move being 7.e3, when 
other options such as 7.e4 and 7.ig5 were 
available. 

7 . • •  0-0 8.id.3 
8 .cxd5 cxd5 does not really change anything; 

Black will carry on with the usual ... b6 plan, 
with a likely transposition to one of the lines 
below. 

8.lll h3! ?  b6 9.cxd5 cxd5 1 0.a4 Wff c7 is a battle 
for a tempo: Black is waiting for id3 before 
playing ... ia6, while White is trying to make 
as many useful moves as possible while leaving 
the bishop on fl . 1 1 .id2 Now in Bareev -
Rozentalis, Leningrad 1 990, it would have 
made sense to try: 

8 . • •  b6 9.cxd5 
Another game continued: 9.lll e2 ia6 

1 0.cxd5 ixd3! ?  ( 1 0  ... cxd5 transposes to our 
main line below) 1 l .Wffxd3 cxd5 1 2.c4 White 
decides to swap off the weak c-pawn while 
he has the chance. 1 2  ... dxc4 1 3.Wixc4 Wid7 
1 4.e4 �c800 Black had enough counterplay 
on the queenside in Moskalenko - Tiviakov, 
Benidorm 2009. 
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9 . . .  cxdS 10.llie2 ia6 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 1 .0-0 'Wes 12.e4 
White has to generate some play in the 

central and kingside regions, otherwise Black 
will take over on the queenside and on the 
light squares. 

12 .. . ixd3 13.°Wxd3 °Wa6 14.°We3 ctJc6 15.eS 
llid7 16.f4 

17.exf6 �xf6CD 
Yu Yangyi - Tomashevsky, St Petersburg 

20 1 2 . 

C2) 7.llif3 0-0 8.id3 

This line was recommended by Lars Schandorff, 
and was also debated by Gawain Jones and Yu 
Yangyi in two games in 20 1 3 .  

a b c d e f g h 

8 . . .  b6 9.cxdS 
Jones tried this in the second game. 

The first encounter continued: 9 .a4 j,a6 
1 O.j,a3 dxc4! ?  ( 1  O . . .  Ei:e8 is a good alternative, 
leading to normal play} l 1 .j,c2 Ei:e8 1 2 .e4 
l2l bd7 1 3 .e5 llld5 1 4 .h4 f500 The position was 
murky but not worse for Black in Jones - Yu 
Yangyi, Gibraltar 20 1 3 .  

9 .0-0 seems harmless: 9 . . .  j,a6 1 0 .cxd5 
j,xd3 1 1 .'!Wxd3 cxd5 1 2 .a4 lll c6 1 3 .j,a3 
)"i'.e8 Threatening . . .  lll a5 with a positional 
edge. 1 4 .c4 lll a5 1 5 .cxd5 '!Wxd5= With good 
prospects on the light squares. 

9 . . .  cxdS 10.°We2 
A logical move, fighting against the . . .  j,a6 

plan. 

10 . . .  llie4!? 
An interesting reaction to White's last move. 

Black hits the c3-pawn and gets ready to hit 
any llle5 jumps with an immediate .. . f6. 
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10 ... ib7 has been tried in a few games as 
well, intending .. .'\Wc8 and ... ia6. However, 
Schandorff points out that l l .ib2 '!Wc8 
12.E:cl is slightly better for White. 

1 o ... a5 ! ?  is an interesting way to insist on a 
quick ... ia6. After 11.0-0 ia6 12.c4 dxc4 
13.ixc4 ixc4 14.'!Wxc4 the position was close 
to equal, although White still had a potentially 
strong bishop and an extra central pawn in 
Maisuradze - Nemcova, Porto Carras 2011. 

1 1 .i.b2 
11.0-0 lllxc3 12.'!Wc2 lll e4 13.ixe4 dxe4 

14.'!Wxe4 Wd5 looks fine for Black. 

1 1 .  . .  �c6 12.0-0 �a5 
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a b c d e f g h 

13 .�d2 
13.lll e5 ! ?N f6 14.f3 llld6 15.lllg4 also looks 

pretty double-edged. 

13 • • •  .lb7 14.a4 Ylfc7m 
Black had decent prospects on the light 

squares in Jones - Yu Yangyi, Reykjavik 2013. 
I would say the important thing in this line 
is not to be too stubborn about exchanging 
bishops with ... ia6, as Black's bishop also has 
the potential to play a useful role from b7. 

C3) 7 • .id3 

Black can, of course, meet this move with 
the typical plan of 7 ... 0-0 followed by ... b6. 
However, I like the following idea even more: 

7 . . •  e5! 
This move again! 

8.dxe5?! 
This is the most important reaction for us to 

consider, even though it's probably not White's 
best. The alternatives are: 

8.lll e2 e4 9.ib l 0-0 10.0-0 b6 11.£3 

a b c d e f g h 
l l ...ia6!N ( l  1...E:e8 12.lllg3 exf3 13.gxf3 
ih3 14.E:e l lll bd7;!; was fractionally better 
for White in Iljiushenok - Pustovoitova, 
Moscow 2016) 12.cxd5 cxd5 13.fxe4 lllxe4 
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1 4 .ixe4 dxe4= Followed by with . . .  llJd7 
and . . .  tll f6, with good prospects on the light 
squares. 

8 . cxd5 also fails to cause any problems after: 
8 . . .  e4! 9 .ib l cxd5 

hard for White to get his bishops working, as 
Black is rock-solid on the light squares. 

8 . . .  dxc4 9 . .ixc4 
9.ie2? !  Wxd l t 1 0 .ixd l tlle4 l 1 .tll e2 tlld7 

1 2 .ic2 tlldc5 1 3 .f4 f6 1 4 .exf6 tllxf6+ was 
excellent for Black in V. Georgiev - Kurajica, 
Solin 2006. 

9 . . .  Yfxdlt 10.©xdl ltlg4 1 1 .©el �xe5 
White is struggling to equalize, as the 

following example demonstrates: 

C4) 7.cxd5 

This is an important option. White plays 
ambitiously, trading off one (and possibly 
both) of his weak pawns before catching up on 
development. 

7 . . .  cxd5 
Obviously we should recapture in a way 

that's consistent with the previous move. 

a b c d e f g h 
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8.c4 
White looks to improve his structure but it 

feels a bit slow to me. 

That said, 8 .id3 0-0 9 .ll\e2 enables Black to 
switch plans with 9 . . .  ll\c6 10.0-0 e5 ! ,  with 
easy play, for instance: 

8 . . .  0-0 

White can either exchange immediately with 
C41) 9.cx:d5 or continue developing with 
C42) 9.�f3. 

C41) 9.cx:d5 

This was played against me in a rapid game in 
2016. 

9 .. . iYxd5 IO.llJf3 b6 

a b c d e f g h 

14 . . .  ll\c5 ! 15 .�b l ll\ce4 16.ib2 Wfa5 17.�c l 
1Mi'b5 18 .�c2 ll\d5+ Sands - R. Pert Essex 
(rapid) 2016. 

1 I. . .  llJe4 
Since White has not yet moved the bishop 

from fl , Black postpones . . .  ia6 for a few 
moves . 



4 3 tiJf6 . es after . e  6 Alternanv Chaptcr I -

L Pavloda' 

327 

� 5 .ia6 14.6 tllf6 12.J.b4 E:d8 13.
d 
e al 

be investigated. 4 ttJd6!?oo coul so 1 . . .  

" � �!a'ii �· 8 •Pl��-•�u. 1 I"" ·�� �- 'B a � m,,,l? .... , :. 6 ..lL . ,� \1111� �t 5 � ·� - � "�,@ �B- • 4 � � . . --�W'% A .• ��-----�- ��,,,o •wtW 
3 _q�{1i �� -8 rts 2 - -" %��,d'� . ... ��� \WI=�� � 1 � � §1% 

h 
, 

d e f g a b c 

.-... 7 E:c8 16.J.xf6 
6 ltJc3 1 8 .ixc8 

15 .ae 
"1xo4! 1 7  .i.xa 

�xd4-+) 
1 6.e4!?N 

1 9 .�xa6 ( 1 8 .�d3? tt:lxa6 
e ual but very murky. tt:lxd 1 oo is roughly q 1 8  . . .  

gxf6 17.�g4 Y;Yast 16.. .  

" 
s .UI X B, •a .t. � - •A�00 7 .% �� & � � ;&;'• •,·��-6 �Z. "� • U., 5 � -" -0 �� /f';'\ � 

,,,,, /,� � -,,,t.U � 4 ,, �w� .. . ,,,,,if� A m ?f'W. - �0% 0 •w,.;-� 3 d. �,,, � .. .. ,,,B 8 w� , .... %_ m,,, 
%�� �� 

2 " "!i�� \WJ=�- � 1 � � '§ % ,, , 
h 

-
d e f g a b c 

�d2N-
18.©fl?! 

. mbitiously, but 1 8 . -White is playmg a 
Id have safer. wou 

� 7; 
fi but Black 

18  •.. ,.,g 
. · compl<tely '"e,

. I d in 
Neither kmg is 

es due to his ea 
. 

h d the better chanc 
I k of harmony m 

a 
d the ac development an 

. Aleksandrov - y, White's position m 
20 1 5 . 

C42) 9.tll6 b6 

'SI �� � / / ..t· ; �· 8 A mt %,,,,�� "&"� i 7 :I u., ·��! '� - ---- "�.r% m a ·•; � 6 ·�¥·, · 5 � .,.,. �. %� "'• !\ . •00 4 •,,,o .. .. , ,,,W�r:.... -�� - �b�:4 �WIW 3 0% �� �8�b 2 
- - - - - "m. -0 ���--r{;;,�.-� 
,,,,, jif�\WJ� �db- � 1 � 00 '§ % 

h 
, , 

d e f g a b c 

N 
d b t it was 

IO.a4!? 
b n teste , u 

. 
Th. has not yet ee 

. h' 1.d4 repertmre 
is 

b Kornev m is Ommended Y rec 
S . c Chess tars . senes 10r 

. to the previous � d5 leads back 1 0 .cxd5 x 



328 Part VI - 3 .tll c3 ib4 

l0 • • •  J.a6 1 1 .ia3 ge8 12.gcl 
Kornev evaluates this as better for White, 

but I think Black's development advantage 
should make up for White's bishop pair and 
extra central pawn. The computer points out a 
nice way for Black to obtain counterplay: 

a b c d e f g h 

12 • • •  dxc4 13  • .L.:c4 .L.:c4 14.gxc4 b5! 
A neat idea, opening a path for the queen to 

give a check on a5 . 

15.axb5 
Declining the pawn with 1 5 .!!c l ?  would 

be a mistake due to 1 5  . . .  Wi'a5t 1 6.lll d2 tll bd7 
1 7.0-0 !!ac8+, when Black can collect the 
a4-pawn at his leisure. 

15 • .  .'IWaSt 16.ib4 YMxb5 17.YMc2 
1 7.Wi'e2?! allows 1 7  . . .  tll c6 1 8 .id2 a5+. 

17 • • •  �bd7 18.J.cs 
1 8 .0-0? lllb6-+ is another trick that White 

must avoid. 

18 • • •  YMaSt 19.llld2 tllxc5 20.dxc5 

8 ����!�it 
1 � m m .t. ifi%.i 
6 - - - --X� �� rw----X� 
5 &!���.-, . 4 ,,,,,%� 7::� %� %� � ��/0�% 3 � - if� -%� %%.,,,J1-- . .  %�l0 %�-0 2 -vm r[j 8 r� 
1 ��------;=%,,,,%•: 

a b c d e f g h 

20 • • •  ged8 21 .c.tie2 gac8 22.gbl tlld7= 
White has a strong passed pawn but Black 

is well developed, and can look to harass the 
white king on the a6-fl diagonal .  Overall the 
chances are balanced. 

CS) 7.a4 

a b c d e f g h 
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This is White's latest try, activating the dark­
squared bishop. 

7 . . .  0-0 8 . .ia3 
8 .a5 is directed against the . . .  b6 plan but 

is rather slow. Black can switch plans to 
good effect with: 8 . . .  c5! 9 .lllf3 :B:e8 1 0 .llld2?! 
( 1 0 .ie2N= was better) 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  lll c6 l 1 .lll b3 cxd4 1 2 .cxd4 e5! 1 3 .dxe5 
tlixe5 1 4 .cxd5 ig4-+ White was dangerously 
behind in development in Aleksandrov -
Ar. Smirnov, Viljandi 20 1 5 . 

Caruana has tried: 
8 .lll f3 b6 9 .cxd5 cxd5 

The normal recapture seems fine. 
Hou Yifan's 9 . . .  exd5!? appears inconsistent, 
although Black can argue that a2-a4 is not 
the best use of a tempo in this structure. 
1 0 .id3 ( l O .ia3! ?N :B:e8 l I .id3 is a possible 
improvement although Black's position 
remains quite playable) 1 0  . . .  ia6 1 1 .0-0 c5 
1 2 .llle5 :B:e8 1 3 .a5 ixd3 14 .lllxd3 This was 
Caruana - Hou Yifan, Dortmund 20 1 5 , 
when 1 4  . . .  lll bd?!N would have been equal . 

1 0 .id3 
1 O .ia3 :B:e8 transposes to our main line after 
8 .ia3 . 

1 0  . . .  ia6 1 l .ixa6 lllxa6 1 2 .Wld3 
In Henrotte - Laarhoven, Maastricht 20 10 ,  
Black retreated the knight to  the questionable 
c7-square. A simple improvement is: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  lll b8N 1 3 .ia3 :B:e8 1 4.c4 lll c6= 

Black has no problems. 

8 . .  J�e8 9.tbf3 b6 10.cxd5 
1 0 .id3 ia6 1 1 .lll d2 has been tried but 

1 1 . . . c5!?N looks like a good answer. For 
example: 1 2 .0-0 lllc6 1 3 .Wle2 cxd4 1 4 .cxd4 
e500 

10 ... cxdS 1 1 .AbS!? 
White temporarily misplaces his bishop in 

order to lure Black's bishop to d7, preventing 
the . . .  ia6 plan. 
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for Black in Madeja - Rozentalis, Ermioni 
2006. 
1 3 .0-0 e5 1 4.dxe5 lllxe5 1 5 .lllxe5 l'!xe5 is 
also about equal. 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  tlie4 1 4 .ixe4 dxe4 1 5 .tlid2 e500 

With decent counterplay for Black in Zhao 
Jun - Hou Yifan, Xinghua Jiangsu 20 1 1 .  
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a b c d e f g h 

12  . . .  icS!? 
Black can afford to lose a tempo to carry out 

his normal plan . 

If you prefer not to allow White to repeat the 
position, then 1 2  . . .  tlic6! ?N 1 3 .l'!c l tlie4 looks 
like a good alternative. 

13.0-0 ia6 14.ibS 

This is a typical idea, hoping to benefit 
from the improved pawn structure after Black 
exchanges bishops . It's not a real problem 
though, as the following game demonstrates . 

14 . . .  .ixbS 15.axb5 Y!fc7 

Conclusion 

The position after 4.e3 tlif6 is an important 
test of our repertoire, which doubles up as an 
option for Nimzo-Indian players against the 
Rubinstein Variation of that opening. 5 .tlie2 
is a playable move, but the 5 . . .  dxc4 pawn 
grab works nicely. 5 .id3 is a popular option, 
but my recommendation of 5 . . .  e5! is both 
theoretically sound and practically difficult for 
White to handle. We finished by checking the 
critical 5 .a3 ixc3t 6.bxc3, when the modern 
6 . . .  c6! ? seems like an ideal solution. So far 
White has not found a reliable route to an 
advantage, and Black's moves tend to be pretty 
easy to understand, making the whole set-up 
easy to learn and play. 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tllc3 ib4 4.e3 tllf6 5.cxd5 
exd5 

White immediately clarifies matter in the 
centre so that he can implement his desired 
set-up. This does, however, open a path for our 
c8-bishop free of charge! 

We will analyse A) 6.tll e2 and B) 6.i.d3. 

6.a3 i.d6 
White has committed himself to e2-e3 and 
cxd5 ,  so why not change tack and hang on 
to our bishop? 
That said, there is nothing at all wrong with 
6 . . .  i.xc3t 7.bxc3 , when we immediately 
transpose to variation F33 of Chapter 1 8 . 

7.i.d3 0-0 
Now 8 .lllge2 �e8 leads to normal play; this 
position is covered under 8 .a3 i.d6 in the 
notes to variation B. In the following game 
my opponent tried something different: 

a b c d e f g h 
8 .lll b5! ? 

Okay, so White hits the bishop before 
. . .  �e8 is played, so the bishop has to drop 
back to e7 rather than the more convenient 
f8-square. On the other hand, it enables us 
to play the useful . . .  a6 with a tempo, so it's 
not clear who will benefit most. 

8 . . .  i.e7 9 .llle2 a6 1 0 .lll bc3 �e8 l 1 .lllg3 c5 
1 2 .dxc5 i.xc5 1 3 .0-0 lll c6 

Black is comfortably equal, and over the next 
few moves my opponent fails to get properly 

coordinated. 
1 4.Wfc2 i.a7 1 5 .i.d2 i.e6 1 6.lll ce2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . .  d4! 

White should have traded some pieces on 
d4 and tried to make a draw. Instead my 
opponent tried to play ambitiously but got 
into more serious trouble after: 

1 7 .e4? lll e5+ 
With a dream position for Black in Harakis - R. Pert, London 2005 .  

A) 6.tlle2 

Having clarified the central structure, White 
can play this move without worrying about 
. . .  dxc4. The knight blocks the bishop on fl , 
but White's idea is to develop it on g2. 

6 . . .  0-0 7.g3 
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7.a3 id6 S.g3 is a small refinement, chasing 
the bishop early in order to deny us the option 
of . . . ifS. The general character of the position 
remains the same though, and Black is doing 
well: S . . .  c6 9 .ig2 :BeS 1 0 .0-0 a5 1 l . f3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . . cS !  a common theme - wait for f2-f3 
and then play . . .  c5 .  1 2 .lllbS ifs 1 3 .id2 lllc6 
1 4 .:Bc l Wb6 with a decent position for Black 
in Dubov - Sargissian, Dubai 20 14 .  

Another possible set-up for White is: 
7.lll f4 c6 S.id3 :BeS 9 .0-0 lllbd7 1 0 .f3 lll fS 

Preparing to swap off White's active knight. 
1 l .ic2 lllg6 1 2 .lllxg6 hxg6 1 3 .a3 id6 

Black is doing well, as White is unable to 
carry out e3-e4 with the desired effect. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4 .e4N 

The critical test, but Black is well placed to 
meet it. 
1 4.b4 a5+ was also great for Black in 

Milanovic - Ivanisevic, Bar 20 1 5 . 
1 4  . . .  dxe4 1 5 .fxe4 c5! 1 6 .e5 

1 6 .dS ig4 1 7.We l We?+ is comfortable for 
Black, who will aim to get his knight to e5 
at some point. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . .  ig4! 

1 6  . . .  cxd4?! 1 7  .exd6 dxc3 1 S .bxc3 would be 
unclear. 

1 7.Wd3 cxd4 1S .exd6 dxc3 1 9 .bxc3 if5-+ 
Black will pick up the d6-pawn, with both a 

material and a positional advantage. 
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10.a3 
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Several other options have been tried: 

1 0 .'it>h l lll a6 l l .a3 lll c7 1 2 .Wf c2 a5 1 3 .id2 
b5 1 4.f3 ia6 1 5 .E:fel lll e600 Aleksandrov -
T. Kosintseva, Moscow 2009. 

1 0 .h3 tll a6 1 1 .g4 h5!? 1 2 .f3 hxg4 1 3 .fxg4! ? 
brings about an unusual structure. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  tll c? 1 4.tllg3 tllh7 1 5  . .id2 g6 16 .Wff3 
ie6 1 7  . .ie l ig? 1 8 .E:d l Wfe7 1 9 .E:d2 E:ad800 
Arkhipov - Geller, Moscow 1 983.  

1 0 .tll f4 tll a6 1 1 .h3 tll c7 1 2 .g4 tll e6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .tll ce2?! ( 1 3 .tlld3 looks better, although 
1 3  . . .  h5!? 14 .gxh5 tllg500 still gives White 
plenty to think about) 1 3  . . .  tllxf4 14 .tllxf4 
tll e4+ Black had a harmonious position 
with excellent central control in Jacimovic -
A. Petrosian, Novi Sad 1 988 .  

1 0 .Wf c2 tll a6 1 1 .id2 tll c7 1 2 .E:ad l id? 
1 3 .'it>h l occurred in Winants - Riazantsev, 
Belgium 2005 .  Black has a few decent ideas 
but, considering the position ofWhite's queen, 
I think it makes sense to continue: 

Finally, a few games have seen: 
1 0 .f3 c5! 

An instructive point, changing plans in 
response to f2-f3. It's important to get this 
move in before White has time for e3-e4-e5 .  

l 1 .g4 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 1 .E:e l tll c6 1 2 .g4 h6 1 3 .id2 a6 1 4 .tll a4 
c4 1 5 .tll g3 b5 1 6.tll c3 tllb4 1 7 .ifl .id6+ 
Ganaus - Maksimovic, Obrenovac 2008.  

1 1 . . .h6 1 2 .h3 tll c6 1 3 .E:f2 E:b8 14 . .ifl b5 
1 5 .dxc5 .ixc5 1 6 .tlld4 ixd4 1 7 .exd4 b4 
1 8 .tll e2 ia6+ 

M. Houska - Lalic, Islington 1 998 .  
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1 0  . . .  a5 is also possible, for instance: l l .�c2 
ll'la6 1 2  . .id2 ll'lc7 1 3 .:gad l ig4 1 4 .f3 .ih500 
Winants - Moiseenko, Kusadasi 2006. 

The text move transposes to a high-level game 
which we will follow for a few more moves. 

1 1 .f3 c5 
The standard response to f2-f3 . 

12.g4 h6 13.h3 

B) 6 . .id3 

This is the main line, preparing to develop the 
knight on e2 without obstructing the bishop. 

s i. -.i.J �-- �B 
7 Jill';.,,,,,%� ·--· 
6 '• ,.·.%� -. �.

,, .� : �.�,·�·� ,,,,,"/.,,,, , ,,,,,( .... %'//. , �� 3 � m..t� n ��-�-----:� ,,,,,%�,%��-� 2 �J[j'///.'� �'/�_J[jJ\J�, 
>�0 ��\WI� ?� 1191 1 ,� �I§� ��_Jg 
a b c d e f g h 

6 . . .  0-0 7.tlie2 ges 
This is the most flexible developing move. 

White sometimes tries to expand on the 
queenside with a2-a3 and b2-b4, but he 
also can play centrally with f2-f3 intending 
e2-e4 . Black's minor pieces can be developed 
in a few different ways, so it is good to avoid 
committing them for at least another move, 
as White's next move could reveal something 
about his plans. 

White's two main options are Bl) 8.J.d2 and 
B2) 8.0-0. 

I have also encountered: 
8 .a3 .id6 

Unlike variation A above, the . . .  :ge8 move 
is not intended to prepare . . .  .if8 - at least 
not immediately. The bishop is best placed 
on d6, where it points towards the kingside. 
In variation A this was not so relevant, as the 
g3-pawn was a barrier. 

9 .�c2 
9 .ll'lb5 looks mistimed, as now we have 
the convenient retreat 9 . . .  .if8,  with . . .  a6 to 
come. 
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9 .b4 may be slightly premature in view of: 
9 . . .  a5!?N 1 0 .b5 lll bd7 1 1 .0-0 c500 

9 . . .  a6 1 0 .b4 
Alexis Harakis tried this against me in 
another of our London League games. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  lll bd7 1 1 .f3 

It seems to me that White is asking too 
much of his position, trying to expand both 
on the queenside and in the centre, when he 
is still a few moves away from completing his 
development. 

1 l . . .b6 1 2 .e4 c5! 1 3 .e5!?N 
After 1 3 .0-0?! c4+ White was losing material 
in Harakis - R. Pert, London 2005 .  
1 3 .dxc5 bxc5 1 4 .bxc5 lllxc5 1 5 .exd5 lllxd3t 
1 6.\Wxd3 a5 1 7.ig5 ia6-+ would be a 
disaster for White. 
The text move seems like the only real 
chance. Still , Black is better after: 

a b c d e f g h 

1 6 .ixf6 \Wxf6 1 7.0-0 ib7� is not so clear. 
1 4 .exf6 dxc3 1 5 .ixh7t �h8 1 6.fxg7t 'it>xg7 
1 7 .id3 \Wh4t 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8 .'it>d l lll f6 19 .lllxc3 id7+ 

White has an extra pawn but his position is 
a mess, and there are too many threats such as 
. . .  �k8, . . . d4, . . .  llld5 and so on. 

Bl) s.J.d2 J.d6 9Jkl 

a b c d e f g h 

John Watson advocates this approach in 
A Strategic Chess Opening Repertoire for White. 
There is definitely some logic to delaying 
castling, especially when you see what happens 
to the white king in some of the later variations 
in the chapter. 

1 3  . . .  cxd4 9 . . .  c6 10.\Wc2 
1 3  . . .  lllxe5 1 4 .dxe5 ixe5 1 5 .ig5 h6 1 0 .0-0 leads straight to variation B22. 
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1 0 .f3 is well met by 10 . . .  b6 1 1 .0-0 ( 1 1 .e4? 
dxe4 1 2 .fxe4 lllg4+) 1 l . . . c5 ( 1  I .  . .  i.a6N also 
looks good) 1 2 .lllb5 i.f8 and Black was doing 
well in Napalkov - Vidalina, corr. 2005 .  

10 ... c!Lia6 
1 0  . . .  lll bd7 has also been tried, but the text 

move forces White to spend a tempo dealing 
with the threat of . . .  lll b4. 

1 1 .a3 
1 1 .i.xa6 bxa6 hardly seems like a good trade 

for White, as Black's active prospects on the 
light squares should provide at least enough 
compensation for his damaged structure. 

1 1 . .. c!Lic7 12.a c!Lie6 13.0-0 
Finally White castles, having avoided the 

kind of swift attacking possibilities that we will 
examine later. Here I found a promising new 
idea for Black. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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a b c d e f g h 
13 .. . g6!N 

13 . . .  c5?! 1 4 .dxc5 i.xc5 1 5 .b4 was more 
pleasant for White in Grischuk - I..:Ami ,  Wijk 
aan Zee 20 1 1 ,  as mentioned by Watson in his 
book. 

The text move is my suggested improvement. 
It prepares a useful positional plan of . . .  lllg7 
and . . .  i.f5 ,  supported by some attractive 
tactical resources . 

14.J.el 
Transferring the bishop to f2 is the typical 

way to strengthen White's position before 
advancing in the centre. 

1 4.b4?! is well met by 1 4  . . .  a5! 1 5 .b5 ( 1 5 .bxa5 
�xa5+) 1 5  . . .  c5+. 

1 4 .e4 seems premature: 14 . . .  lllxd4! ? ( 1 4  . . .  dxe4 
1 5 .lllxe4 i.c7= is a safe alternative) 1 5 .lllxd4 
i.c5 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6 .lll ce2 i.xd4t 1 7.lllxd4 dxe4 1 8 .i.xe4 
1Mfxd4t00 

14 . . .  c!Lig7 
Continuing with the plan while attacking 

e3 . 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
15 .J.fl 
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It is too early for 1 5 .e4 dxe4 1 6 .fxe4 on 
account of 16 . . .  lt:Jg4!+. 

1s  . . .  iem 
This seems provocative but I have a nice 

tactical idea in mind. 1 5  . . .  ic7, 1 5  . . .  a6 and 
l 5 . . .  id7 are all playable too. 

16.e4 dxe4 17.fxe4 

s i,g � i. �9� 
7 ,,��,, , ,%� ,.,, 

, , , , , %� ��if'��f"'�,, , , , ;� 6 m .t. �  ;"1: .t. �  �� ,, , , ,Y,� ',, , , , , ;� 
: �--�--. 
3 � ��� m 
2 , , , , , %w�\ililm'-wAw� �0% '§ �<:.JLJOO o �o 
1 , , , , ,%�� %•,!= ' 

a b c d e f g h 

17 . . .  tllg4! 18.h3 
1 8 .g3 ii.e6= is fine for Black, as he will be 

able to eliminate the important bishop on f2 
at a moment of his choosing. 

l 8 .exf5 ? 
This is what we are hoping for! 

1 8  . . .  ii.xh2t 1 9 .Wh l li:lxf2t 20.l"lxf2 Wh4 
White has serious problems dealing with the 
discovered check. 

2 1 .li:lgl  
2 l .l"lf3 l"le3! i s  a nice detail ,  the point 
being: 22.l"lxe3? (22.l"lh3 is better, although 
22 . . .  l"lxh3 23.gxh3 Wxh3 is still unpleasant 
for White) 22 . . .  ii.g3t 23.Wgl ii.f2t 24.Wfl 
ii.xe3-+ 

2 L.ic7t 22.li:lh3 Wg3 23.Wgl Wh2t 24.Wfl 
Wh l t 25 .li:lgl  ii.h2 26.li:lce2 

� i!� �i!I . 
6 %.,.�-,, � � � � 

� �--�-n� 
3 � ·� �� �� 
2 · · ;,ol����!• %���-�m� 

a b c d e f g h 
26 . . .  li:lh5! 27.l"lf3 l"lxe2! 28.Wxe2 

28 .Wxe2?? Wxgl#  
28  . . .  Wxg2t 29.Wd l Wxgl t+ 

With two pawns for the exchange, plus an 
ongoing initiative. 

20 ... ie7 21 .tlle4 idS 22.ic4 
22.li:lfGt is too early to cause problems: 
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22 . . .  ixf6 23.exf6? (23 .�xf6=) 23 . . .  tlihS 
24.�cfl �e6+ and the f6-pawn is a weakness . 

22 . . .  'i;Yb6 23.tlif6t Lf6 24 . .ixd5 
24.exf6?! ixc4 25 .'Wxc4 tlie6+ 

24 . . .  cxd5 25.gxf6 ge6 

B2) 8.0-0 

This is the most natural and popular move, but 
it does offer us a clear target. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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a c e f g h 

s . . .  .td6 
I suggest putting the bishop on its best square 

before committing any of the other pieces . 

We will analyse three main moves: B21) 9.a3, 
B22) 9.i.d2 and B23) 9.f'3. 

9 .tlig3 c6 1 0 .f3 c5! is a common theme, hitting 
the centre once f2-f3 is played. l 1 .tlice2 
tlic6 1 2 .�h l h6 1 3 .a3 a500 ( 1 3  . . .  c4! ? is also 
interesting) and Black was at least equal in 
Shariyazdanov - Lukacs, Budapest 1 996. 

9 .tlif4 c6 (9 . . .  ixf4! ? 1 0 .exf4 tlic6 I I .ic2 tlie7 
1 2 .h3 if5 1 3 .ixf5 llixf5 1 4.g4 tlid600 was 
pretty double-edged in Brunello - Hamitevici, 
Isle of Man 20 1 5) 1 0 .f3 b6 l l .a3 ia6 1 2 .ixa6 
llixa6 1 3 .'Wd3 tlic7= Having failed to obtain 
any advantage, White played too ambitiously 
in the following game: 

a b c d e f g h 
14 .e4? ixf4 l 5 .ixf4 tlie6 1 6.ie5 dxe4 l 7 .fxe4 
tlig4 1 8 .�ad l 'Wg5+ Gavrish - Aroshidze, 
Sitges 20 1 5 . 

B21) 9.a3 

This is something of a waiting move; the 
position can also arise via transposition after 
an earlier a2-a3 . 

9 . . .  �g4!? 
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This bold attacking plan became famous 
after Peter Acs used it to score a spectacular 
victory over Van Wely in 2002, as featured in 
variation B2 1 1  below. Objectively it seems 
fully playable, and in a practical game it could 
be incredibly dangerous for White. 

If you prefer something more solid, then 
9 . . .  lll bd7 is a good choice. A sensible 
continuation would be 1 0 .b4 b6 ( 1  O . . .  c6 is 
also reasonable) 1 1 .E!:b l a6 1 2 .f3 c5 1 3 .bxc5 
bxc5= as in E. Levin - Iordachescu, Budva 
2009. 

White may respond with B21 1) 10.h3? or 
B212) IO.tll f4. 

1 O .g3N has not been tried here bur it looks 
playable, rather like in variation B22 below. A 
logical continuation would be: 1 0  . . .  c6 1 1 .e4 
dxe4 1 2 .lllxe4 fie? 1 3 .lll 2c3 tllf6 

a b c d e f g h 
14 .E!:e l tLlbd7 1 5 .fJ.f4 lLixe4 1 6 .tLlxe4 tll f6 
1 7.Wb3 tLld5= With a solid blockade of the 
isolated pawn. 

B21 1) 10.h3? tllh2! 

1 1 .gel tllf3t 12.gxf3 ti'g5t 13. c!>hl 
A couple of years after the stem game, White 

suffered an equally brutal defeat: 
1 3 .tLlg3?  fixg3 1 4 .�fl 

McShane points out that 1 4 .fxg3 Wxg3t 
1 5 .@h l ( 1 5 .@fl fixh3t 1 6 .�e2 Wg2#) 
1 5  . . .  Wxh3t 1 6 .�gl Wg3t 1 7.@h l E!:e6! 
1 8 .e4 E!:g6 leads to a quick mate. 

14  . . .  fJ.xh3t 1 5 .@e2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  fJ.xf2! 

With total devastation. The remaining 
moves were: 

1 6 .E!:h l fixe3 1 7.fixh?t @f8 1 8 .tLle4 dxe4 
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1 9 .f4 ixf4 
0-1 Tqeshelashvili - Xu Yuhua, Elista 2004. 

8 �}'IJ,;�! --� 
1 � • w� m .t. w� .t.  , , ,,,%� ,,,,,%-�� ,,,,,%·-� 
6 

�� -��B : ���6��, 3� ·0 �%.,,,J, , , , %�·0 �� 3 � �:i.tw�8- 8 
2 

,,,,,%� . . , , , ;� ltS��� , , , ,y. , , . x�f0 �%, , , ,;(, , , , %� 1 � �iY�� -@ 
a b c d e f g h 

13 . . .  Y;Yh4 
Black is already doing extremely well .  The 

original game attracted a lot of attention and 
the key variations have already been pointed 
out by other commentators, so I will keep the 
annotations fairly light. 

14.@gIN 
This seems like the best attempt to survive. 
14 .ll'if4? ixh3 1 5 .ll'icxd5 !!e6! gave Black 

a crushing attack in the stem game, which 
ended: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6.ll'ixe6 if5t 1 7.lt>gl Wh2t 1 8 .li>fl ig3! 
0-1 Van Wely - Acs, Hoogeveen 2002. 

1 4. f4 blocks out the dark-squared bishop but 

allows the light-squared one to take centre 
stage: 1 4  . . .  Wxh3t 1 5 .lt>gl ig4! 1 6.Wa4 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . .  if3! 1 7.Wxe8t if8 Followed by mate on 
g2 or h l ,  as given by McShane. 

a b c d e f g h 

14 . . .  J.xh3 
1 4  . . .  Wg5t? repeats the position, but we 

should not be playing for a draw here. 

15.f4 i.g4 16.Y;Ya4 
1 6 .Wb3 1£3 1 7 .l'Dg3 ixf4! 1 8 .ll'ice2 id6 

1 9 .Wxb7 l'Dd7 20.if5 l'Df6-+ is a nice winning 
line given by Stohl. 

16 . . J�e6! 
Unlike the earlier note on 1 4 .f4, the 

1 6  . . .  Af3??  sacrifice does not work here. After 
1 7.Wxe8t .if8 White has time to defend with 
1 8 .l'Dg3 Wh3 1 9  . .ifl , as McShane points out. 
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17.llig3 �h6 18.Wi'e8t if8 19.tlixdS 

a b c d e f g h 
19 . . .  llid7! 

McShane points out chat 1 9  . . .  �f3? does 
not work because 20.ll'ie7t! forces a queen 
exchange. 

The English GM gives 1 9  . . .  ll'ic6! in his 
annotations, and it wins for Black in much 
the same way as the text move. Still, we may 
as well keep the option of . . .  ll'if6, bringing 
another piece into the attack. 

20.Wi'e4 
20.�xa8? allows 20 . . .  �f3 followed by mate 

on h l .  

20 . . .  Wfh2t 21 .<i>fl 

21 ... �e8!-+ 
And since 22.�xe8 runs into 22 . . .  �f3 

followed by mate, White must give up his 
queen while still facing a massive attack on the 
kingside. 

B212) 10.llif4 

This is the safer and better option for White. 
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1 6 .ixgS Wxg5 1 7. 'kt>xh2 c6 1 8 . lll e3 g3 t 
1 9 .'kt>gl gxf2t 20.<tt>xf2;!; 

l l .h3 
l l .e4!?N has not been tried. Play might 

continue: l l . . .dxe4 ( l  1 . . .lllxh2! ? is a wildly 
unclear alternative} 1 2 .lllxe4 ic7 1 3 .:ge l 
if5 14.h3 ixe4 1 5 .:gxe4 :gxe4 1 6 .ixe4 lll f6 
l 7.if3 lll bd7= when White has the two 
bishops but Black is nicely coordinated. 

l l  . . . lllf6 12.f3 
And now we have an important 

improvement: 

8 
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a 

12 . . .  J.xf4!N 

e h 

1 2  . . .  b6 allows a promising pawn sacrifice: 
1 3 .e4! dxe4 1 4 .fxe4 ixf4 1 5 .ixf4 Wxd4t 
1 6 . <;!;> h 1 and Black was unable to neutralize his 
opponent's initiative in Fineboim - Mander, 
email 20 14 .  I spent some time analysing this 
and did find some improvements for Black, 
but this whole path just doesn't appeal . 

13.exf4 b6m 
A double-edged middlegame has been 

reached. This central structure was touched 
upon briefly in a note on page 339, after 9 .lllf4 
ixf4 1 O .exf4.  Comparing the two positions, 
here Black has gained the move . . .  c6 , while 
White has gained a2-a3 , f2-f3 and h2-h3 ; the 

two missing tempos are from Black's knight 
moving to g4 and back. Black's immediate plan 
is to trade the light-squared bishops; he will 
then look to improve his queen's knight and 
possibly advance his queenside majority. White 
can tty advancing on the kingside but he is a 
long way from building a successful attack, 
and he will need to be careful not to leave 
weaknesses behind. Endgames are likely to 
favour Black because of his superior structure. 

B22) 9.J.d2 

If White wishes to expand in the centre, it 
is reasonable to think he may be able to do 
without f2-f3 .  

9 .. . c6 
This time we will strengthen our centre 

before trying anything on the kingside. 

9 . . .  a5! ? is a valid alternative, for instance: 
1 0 .:gc l b6 l 1 .lll g3 ia6 1 2 .ixa6 lllxa6 1 3 .Wa4 
lllb400 Naiditsch - Hou Yifan, Dortmund 
20 1 5 . 

lOJkl 
1 0 .f3 meets with our standard response: 

10 . . .  c5! 1 1 .We l lll c6 1 2 .Wh4 ie7 1 3 .Wf2 lll b4 
1 4 .ib l b600 Sorm - Luther, Bad Homburg 
2008. 
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10 . . .  tllg4!? 
Once again we see this tricky attacking plan. 

1 0  . . .  lDbd7 followed by . . .  ltJf8 is a safe 
alternative, leading to a solid position. 

a b c d e f g h 

1 1 .h3 
l 1 .lDf4! ?N has yet to be tested; a sensible 

reply would be l 1 . . .lDa6 ( l  l . . .g5! ? might 
be objectively playable, but 1 2 .lDh3 ixh2t 
1 3 .�h l ic7 1 4 .e4 looks awfully risky!) 
1 2 .h3 lDf6 followed by . . .  lDc7-e6 with a solid 
position.  

The main alternative is: 
l l .g3 lDf6!? 

The loss of time is justified by the weakening 
of White's kingside light squares . 
l l . . .  lDd7 is a perfectly decent move, as 
1 2 .e4N dxe4 1 3 .lDxe4 ie7= is nothing to 
worry about. 
I would also be tempted to try l 1 . . .lDa6! ?N, 
when 1 2 .ixa6 bxa6 1 3 .lDa4 'Wc7 gives 
Black light-squared compensation for the 
damaged structure. 

1 2 . f3 lDbd7 
1 2  . . .  cS!N= would be the standard way to 
meet White's last move. 

1 3 .g4 c5?! 
This move is less effective here, as the b8-
knight can't come to c6 to attack the centre. 

1 3  . . .  lDf8N00 would have been more 
consistent with Black's previous move. 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
14 .'We l cxd4 1 5 .exd4 lDb6 1 6 .'Wh4 h6 l 7.b3 
idn 

Even though Black eventually won in 
I .  Sokolov - Aroshidze, Barcelona 20 1 2, 
his position at this stage can be shown as 
an example of what to avoid. Instead you 
can take your pick from the alternatives and 
improvements suggested. 

1 I. . .  tllh2! 12J�el 

a b c d e f g h 

12 . . .  �f3t! 
Just as in variation B2 l l ,  this is the big idea. 

13.gxf3 �g5t 14.@hl �h4 15.�f4! 
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1 5 .'tt>g l ? !  .ixh3 ( 1 5  . . .  '!Wg5t= repeats the 
position but Black can do better) 1 6.e4 
( 1 6.f4? .ig4-+) 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6  . . . .ih2t! 1 7.'tt>xh2 ( 1 7.iih l ?  .ifl ! 1 8 .E:xfl 
.ig3t 1 9 .iigl '!Wh2#) 1 7  . . .  .ig4t 1 8 .'tt>g l  
.ixf3+ White must give up his queen with 
1 9 .tlig3 to avoid being mated. 

7 
6 
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a b c d e f g h 
15  . . . .bh3 

1 5  . . .  iih8!?N could also be investigated, 
threatening . . .  g5, when E:gl will no longer 
work. 

16.ltlg2 �xf2 17.i.fl ge6 
Threatening . . . .ixg2t followed by . . .  E:h6t 

and mate. 

18.e4 

a b c d e f g h 
18  . . ,gg6!N 

1 8  . . .  '!Wg3? allowed White to escape with 
1 9 .e5 .ixg2t 20 . .ixg2 '!Wh4t 2 1 .iigl '!Wxd4t 
22 . .ie3 Wxd l 23.E:exd l ±  in Khismatullin -
Anand, Berlin (rapid) 20 1 5 . 

19.ge2 
1 9 .'!We2? .ixg2t 20 . .ixg2 E:xg2+ 

19  . . . �xf3 

20.e5 
20.exd5 .ie6! 2 1 .iigl (2 1 .dxe6??  '!Wh3t 

22.iigl .ih2t 23.iif2 '!Wg3#) 2 1 . . .'!Wh3 
22.E:e5 .ixe5 23.dxe5 cxd5 leaves White with 
a material disadvantage as well as a dodgy king 
position. 
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20 ... ic?co 
We could analyse this position all day but 

I think this is a sensible place to end the line. 
Clearly there's a lot going on but I don't believe 
Black is worse, and the position (plus the 
whole variation in general) looks practically 
more dangerous for White. 

B23) 9.0 c5 

This should come as no surprise, considering 
the amount of times we have seen the same 
idea in this chapter. White's rwo most popular 
continuations have been B231) 10.liJbS and 
B232) 10.Wel .  

B231) 10.liJbS 

White's idea is to gain time to pur the knight 
on d4. 

12  ... i.fS 1 1 .dxcS hes 12.liJbd4 

a b c d e f g h 

12  ... ltJc6 13.id2 
Another game continued 1 3 .<i>hl  tlie5 

1 4 .b3 tlixd3 1 5 .Wxd3 a5 1 6 .tlig3 b6 1 7 .Eld l 
We7 1 8 .Wd2 h5 ! ?  with unclear play in Xiu 
Deshun - Yu Yangyi , Xinghua 20 1 3 . 

13 ... Wb6 14.Whl 
White is offering a pawn in return for the 

bishop pair and initiative. 

s �mj_ ��m-� 
'% � � �·% : �,1� ��� 

5 • "mr0��, � 
4 ��mrA�� �� - /5'.'LJ. - � 
3 � I.�8 ·� ��·� ��·if . . . .  �� ��·� 2 8 r� �t2Jm8 r� 
1 .Sf . . . %•v-i•� 

a b c d e f g h 

14 ... i.d7!N 
1 4  . . .  tlixd4 1 5 .exd4 ixd4 1 6.tlixd4 '1Wxd4 

17 .ic3 '\Wf4 1 8 .ib5� was playable for both 
sides in Gelfand - Carlsen, Moscow 2007. 
Instead I would prefer to improve my pieces 
while maintaining the tension. 

15.E:cl E:ac8 
Black has a comfortable version of the IQP 

structure, as the f3-pawn is out of place. For 
that reason, it is White who has to search for 
equality. 

B232) 10.Wel 

This has been the most popular choice and it 
seems a better bet than the previous variation. 

a b c d e f g h 
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10 .. . l'ilc6 1 1 .�h4 J.e7 
Pushing White's queen back appears 

prudent, although it is certainly not the only 
move. 

1 1 . . . h6!? is a decent alternative. 

12.Wff'l a6 13.g4 
Another game continued: 1 3 .a3 b5 14 .lll f4 

( 1 4 .'tt>h l  b4 1 5 .axb4 lllxb400 Aleksandrov -
Kiselev, Wisla 1 992) 1 4  . . .  ib? 1 5 .i:!d l 

a b c d e f g h 
l 5 . . .  llla5 !  Eyeing up the light squares on the 
queenside. 1 6 .ic2 In Dambacher - Janssen, 
Dieren 2003 , Black exchanged on d4, but I 
don't see any reason to release the tension just 
yet. Instead 16 . . .  i:!c8!N would have improved 
another piece, with at least equal chances for 
Black. 

a b c d e f g h 

13 . . .  b5 
Commencing counterplay. 

Black can also consider fortifying his kingside, 
as in the following game: 1 3  . . .  g6! ?  14 .lllg3 
i:!f8!? ( 1 4  . . .  ie6N is also sensible) 1 5 .h3 ( 1 5 .g5 
lll e800) l 5 . . .  b5 1 6 .b3 ib7 l 7.lll ce2 llld7 
l 8 .ib2 if600 Kosten - Mitkov, Elgoibar 1 995 .  

14.l'ilg3 b4 15.l'ilce2 a5 16 . .id2 
White brings his last pieces into play. 

In a couple of games he has tried pressing 
ahead on the kingside with: 1 6 .g5 llld7 l 7.f4 
ia6 1 8 .ixa6 i:!xa6 

- Polugaevsky, Reggio Emilia 1 992. 
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16 . . .  ia6 17.ixa6 �lxa6 
It is useful to swap off the d3-bishop, which 

might otherwise have proved a dangerous 
attacker. Moreover, the rook may prove useful 
along the 6th rank in some variations. 

18.:Sadl a4 19.icl cxd4 20.exd4 tlid7 

Conclusion 

5 .cxd5 exd5 gives rise to a fixed central structure, 
followed by a period of quiet development, for 
the next few moves at least. Perhaps the biggest 
recurring theme of the chapter is that when 
White plays f2-f3 ,  preparing e3-e4, you should 
almost always counter with . . .  c5 .  There are 
some notable exceptions, such as variation B l ,  
where I suggested a different solution which 
was better suited to that particular position.  
Aside from that, it is worth familiarizing 
yourself with the . . .  tllg4 plan, which has the 
potential to lead to a ferocious attack. 
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Various 4th Moves 

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lL!c3 J.h4 

A) 4.J.d2 
B) 4.�a4t 
C) 4.�b3 
D) 4.�c2 
E) 4.cxd5 exd5 5.J.f4 c6 6.e3 lL!e7 

El) 7.h4!? 
E2) 7.J.d3 J.f5 

E21) 8.lL!e2 
E22) 8.lL!f3 

F) 4.a3 hc3t 5.bxc3 lL!f6 
Fl) 6.lL!f3 
F2) 6.J.g5 
F3) 6.cxd5 exd5 

F31) 7.J.g5 
F32) 7.f3 
F33) 7.e3 

a b c d e f g h 

350 
350 
352 
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356 
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358 
358 
359 
360 
361 
362 
364 
364 
365 
367 
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�c3 ih4 
This chapter will deal with the relative 

sidelines of A) 4.id2, B) 4.YlYa4t, C) 4.YlYb3 
and D) 4.YlYc2, followed by the more popular 
options of E) 4.cxd5 and F) 4.a3 .  

A) 4.J.d2 �f6 

This i s  likely to transpose to some other part 
of the book. In this section we will deal with a 
few independent possibilities. 

5.a3 
5 .lllf3 leads to a sideline of the Ragozin - see 

variation A of Chapter 1 5 . 

5 . cxd5 exd5 6.e3 0-0 7.id3 E!:e8 8 .lllge2 is 
variation B l  of Chapter 1 7 . 

5 .e3 0-0 6.a3 (6.lll f3 is vananon B of 
Chapter 1 4) 6 . . .  ixc3 7.ixc3 b6 8 .cxd5 lllxd5 
9.Ei:c l ib7 is about equal , for instance: 1 0 .lll f3 
llld7 1 1 .ie2 V/Je7 1 2 .0-0 E!:fd8 1 3 .id2 c5 
14 .ib5 lll 5f6= Korchnoi - Pelletier, Flims 
20 12 .  

5 . . .  hc3 6.ixc3 dxc4!? 
This looks like an interesting way to challenge 

White's unusual set-up. 

6 . . .  0-0 7.e3 is the Korchnoi - Pelletier game 
quoted above. 

7.e3 
7.V/Ja4t occurred in Castellanos - Pareja, 

Barranquilla 1 999.  Black has a few tempting 
replies: the obvious one is 7 . . .  id7N 8.V/Jxc4 
ic6, or even 8 . . .  a6! ?  with ideas of . . .  ib5 ;  there 
is also 7 . . .  V/Jd7!?N 8 .V/Jxc4 b6, when . . .  ia6 
could be annoying for White. 
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a b c d e f g h 

7 .. . YlYd5!?N 
7 . . .  b5 worked out well for Black in 

M. David - Doudon, France 2000, but I am 
a little wary about weakening the dark squares 
when White's bishop has the potential to 
become powerful. The text move avoids any 
such problem while still holding on to the 
extra pawn. 

8.�e2 0-0 9.�f4 YlYc6 10.J.e2 �d5 1 1 .0-0 
�d?m 

White still has some work to do to regain 
his pawn. Meanwhile Black can eliminate the 
c3-bishop at a moment of his choosing, and 
can continue developing by means of . . .  lll b6 
and . . .  id7. 

B) 4.YlYa4t �c6 5.cxd5 

5 .lll f3 lll f6 leads back to Part I I I  of the book. 

s . . .  exd5 
This position could also arise via the 4.cxd5 

exd5 move order, as covered in variation E of 
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this chapter. Here we don't have the option of 14 .lll e5 ia4 1 5 .'1Wb4 f6+ 
. . .  c6, but we do have a development advantage. Black will be able to get a knight to c4. 

6.i.f4 
6.lllf3 lll f6 once again takes us back 

to Ragozin territory; see variation D of 
Chapter 3 .  

White has also tried: 
6 .e3 lll f6 7.ib5 id? 

a b c d e f g h 
8 .ixc6 

8 .tllf3 id6 is comfortable for Black, who 
intends . . .  a6 next. 

8 . . .  ixc3t 9 .  bxc3 ixc6 
Black already has the easier game due to his 
light-square control. 

1 0 .Wb3 0-0 1 1 .lll f3 llld7 1 2 .0-0 l"ie8 1 3 .�e l 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  lll b6!?N 

13 . . .  l"ie6 14 .ia3 Wf6 l 5 .l"ie2 l"iae8+ was also 
good for Black in An. Timofeev - V. Popov, 
St Petersburg 2008. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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1 

a b c d e f g h 

6 . . .  ti)f6! 
In variation E I recommend a set-up with 

. . .  c6 and . . .  lll e7. However, with the other 
knight already on c6 and the white queen on 
a4, I prefer a more active plan to make better 
use of Black's development advantage. 

7.e3 llle4 
Hitting c3 while setting up . . .  g5 and . . .  h5 ,  

targeting the strangely placed bishop on f4. 

8.i.b5 
8.l"ic l ? ! Wh4! 9 .l"ic2 (9.g3?! We? leaves the 

white bishop short of squares) 9 . . .  0-0 1 0 .lll f3 
'We?+ favours Black. 

s . . .  Lc3t 
8 . . .  id7!? 

This is a reasonable alternative, but the main 
line of my analysis leads to a forced draw 
after: 

9 .lll e2!N 
9.ixc6 ixc3t 1 0 .bxc3 ixc6 is not so 
pleasant for White: l 1 .Wa3 g5 1 2 .ig3 h5 
1 3 .f3 lllxg3 14.hxg3 '1Wd7 1 5 .g4 We6 1 6.<i>d2 
h4 17 .lllh3 l"ig8 1 8 .lllf2 a6+ Oyunbaatar -
Munkhgal, Ulaanbaatar 20 1 6. 

9 . . .  g5 1 0 .ig3 h5 1 1 .Wb3 
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1 1 .h4?! ltJxg3 1 2 .ltJxg3 gxh4 1 3 .ltJe2 id6! 
1 4.Y:Yb3 ( 1 4 .ltJxd5??  isn't an option due 
to 1 4  . . .  a6-+) 1 4  . . .  a6+ 

a b c d e f g h 
1 I . . .ixc3t 1 2 .ltJxc3 ll'lxc3 1 3 .bxc3 h4 

This should lead to a perpetual after: 
1 4.Y:Yxd5 hxg3 1 5 .ixc6 gxf2t 1 6 .�e2 ixc6 
1 7.Y:Ye5t l!?d7 1 8 .Y:Yf5t= 

9.bxc3 id7 10.Y:Yc2 
In Gevorgyan - Barsov, Tashkent 20 1 1 ,  the 

best and most energetic continuation would 
have been: 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 

10 . . .  gS!N 1 1 .Ag3 h5t 
Black has a promising initiative. 

C) 4.Y:Yb3 

a b c d e f g h 

This resembles the 5 .Y:Yb3 Ragozin as covered 
in Part IV of the book, but the play actually 
takes on a completely different character. 

4 ... cS 5.dxc5 lllc6! 
Unlike the position from Chapter 1 2  with 

the knights on f3 and f6, 5 . . .  lll a6?! 6 .a3 ixc3t 
7.Wxc3 doesn't work here, as Black has no time 
to recapture on c5 because g7 is hanging. 

6.a3 
Trying to transpose to Ragozin territory 

with 6 .ll'lf3??  is not an option, as 6 . . .  d4!-+ 
wins a piece. 

6.id2?! ll'lf6 is unpleasant for White, for 
instance: 7 .ll'l£3 (7.e3 d4 8.exd4 ll'lxd4 9.Wd l 
e5 1 0 .ll'lf3 0-0 1 1 .h3 1'!e8 1 2 .a3 ixc5 1 3 .ie3 
if5 1 4 .:B:c l a5+ left Black well on top in 
Duchov - Baburin, Kstovo 1 994) 

a b c d e f g h 
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7 . . .  d4 8 .lt:\e4 lllxe4 9 .ixb4 0-0 1 0 .g3 a5 
l l .ia3 a4 1 2 .Wb6 Black has excellent prospects 
after 1 2  . . .  We7N, with . .  . f5 and . . .  e5 to come. 

6.e3 is well met by: 6 . . .  d4 7.exd4 lllxd4 8.Wa4t 
(8.Wd lN  looks safer although 8 . . .  ixc5 leaves 
Black comfortably equal) 

a b c d e f g h 
8 . . .  id7!N (8 . . .  Wd7 9.Wd l =  Chernuschevich 
- R. Bagirov, Herculane 1 994) 9 .Wd l Wh4! 
1 0 .ie3 lt:\f5 l 1 .lllf3 lllxe3 12 .lllxh4 lllxd l 
1 3 .l"!xd l lt:\f6+ 

a b c d e f g h 

6 . . .  i.xcS!N 
6 . . .  ia5 and 6 . . .  Wa5 have both been played. 

Neither of these options is bad, but the text 
move is the most interesting, as Black sacrifices 
a pawn to fight for the initiative. 

7.cxdS exdS 8.°i;YxdS °i;Ye7 

The position resembles a Von Hennig-Schara 
Gambit - an opening I have some experience 
in. Here Black has a much better variation 
than normal, as White has wasted time on 
Wb3xd5, rather than Wxd5 in one go. A likely 
continuation is: 

D) 4.°i;Yc2 dxc4 

This move is consistent with our theme of 
taking on c4, while also avoiding the main 
lines of the 4 .Wc2 Nimzo-Indian, which 
would arise after 4 . . .  lt:\f6. 
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a b c d e f g h 
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5.e3 
5 .tbf3 tbf6 leads back to variation B of 

Chapter 1 5 . 
5 .a3 has hardly ever been tried. 5 . . .  ixc3t 

is a reasonable move which was played in the 
few games from this position thus far, but I 
would be tempted to try 5 . . .  ia5 !?N, keeping 
more tension. A fresh and interesting position 
has arisen, although it could easily transpose to 
variation B 1 of Chapter 1 5  after a subsequent 
li:lf3 and . . .  tbf6. 

5 . . .  b5 6.a4 
6.id2 allows Black to defend b5 with . . .  a6 

keeping the diagonal open for the c8-bishop: 
6 . . .  a6 7 .a4 ib7 8 .axb5 ixc3 9.ixc3 (9.Wxc3 
axb5 1 0 .l:'!xa8 i.xa8 l l .b3 li:lf6 1 2.bxc4 bxc4 
1 3 .f3 c5) 9 . . .  axb5 1 0 .l:'!xa8 ixa8 

a b c d e f g h 
l l .b3 li:l f6 1 2 .bxc4 bxc4 1 3 .li:lf3 ( 1 3 .ixc4?? 
ixg2-+) 13 . . .  ie4 1 4 .Wa4t li:lbd7= 

6 .. . c6 7.J.d2 
7.axb5 cxb5 

It seems a little strange for White to open up 
the long diagonal so soon. In the following 
GM game his idea was to transfer the queen 
to the kingside: 

s .We4 
8.b3 a5 9 .bxc4 ixc3t! ?  (the simple 
9 . . .  dxc4N is also good) 1 0 .Wxc3 b4 gave 
Black a good version of a Noteboom in 
Munkhbayar - T. Cox, Budapest 20 1 0 . See 

variation B2 of Chapter 1 5  for more about 
this structure. 

8 . . .  Wd5 9 .Wg4 

a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  g6!N 

9 . . .  'itif8 1 0 .id2 ixc3 l l .ixc3 ib7 12 .ib4t 
li:le7 1 3 .tbe2 li:lbc6 1 4.tbc3 Wd800 was messy 
in Markos - Oizdar, Austria 2008.  The text 
move weakens the dark squares a little, but 
it's more important to avoid misplacing the 
king, as occurred in the game. 

1 0.id2 
1 0 .ie2 ib7 l Lif3 Wd?+ 

1 0  . . .  Wb? l l .ie2 
l l .li:le4 We?+ 

1 1 . . .li:le? 1 2 .if3 li:lbc6 1 3 .li:lge2 0-0+ 
White does not have enough compensation 

for the pawn. 
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An interesting approach, leading to 
Noteboom-style positions. 

7 . . .  tll f6 allows White to fight for an edge with: 
8 .axb5N (8 .tll ge2? !  Wi'b6 9 .g3 ib7 1 0.ig2 
0-0 1 1 .0-0 tll bd7 1 2 .tll e4 ixd2 1 3 .tllxd2 
a5 1 4 .�fb l tlld5+ left White struggling to 
prove compensation in Witek - Aleksandrov, 
Warsaw 2008) 8 . . .  ixc3 9 .ixc3 cxb5 1 0 .b3 

a b c d e f g h 
Compared with variation B2 of Chapter 1 5 , 

White has gained a tempo on the queenside 
by delaying tll f3, which means that Black 
does not have time to establish the Noteboom 
queenside passed pawns with . . .  a5 and . . .  b4. 
Instead after 1 0  . . .  ib? 1 1 .bxc4 bxc4 1 2 .tll f3 
0-0 1 3 .ib4 �e8 1 4 .ixc4 ie4 the position is 
close to equal; however, Black still has to be 
careful due to White's bishop pair. 

I also considered: 7 . . .  a5 ! ?  8 .axb5 ixc3 9.Wi'xc3 
cxb5 1 0 .b3 

7 
6 
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2 

a b c d e f g h 

1 0  . . .  b4! ?  (the normal continuation would be 
1 0  . . .  ib? 1 l .bxc4 b4, leading to the Noteboom 
structure as in our main line below) l l .Wxc4 
ia6 1 2 .Wc2 ixfl 1 3 .iixfl tll d?;!; White has 
the better structure and slightly better chances; 
nevertheless, his misplaced king makes the 
position quite double-edged. 

9 . . .  cxb5 10.b3 
Unlike the 7 . . .  tll f6 line above, the rook on 

a8 is defended, meaning Black has time to 
establish the Noteboom-style queenside passed 
pawns with: 
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a b c d e f g h 



356 Part VI - 3 .tlJc3 ib4 

10 .. .  aS 1 1 .bxc4 b4 12 . .id2 
1 2 .ib2 ttJf6 also leads to uncharted territory 

after 1 3 .f3! ?  or even 1 3 .tlJh3!? .  

12 . . .  �f6 13.f3!? 
1 3 .�f3 transposes to variation B2 of Chapter 

1 5  on page 299. The text move is a reasonable 
attempt to take control of some light squares, 
making use of the fact that the knight has not 
yet gone to f3 . A good reply is: 
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a b c d e f g h 
13 ... eS! 14.dS 

1 4.dxe5? !  �fd7 1 5 .f4 lll c5+ gives Black great 
compensation. 

14 ... VNc7 15.e4 �bd7 16.�h3 0-0 17.�fl 
�c51111 

With a complex, roughly balanced position. 

E) 4.cxd5 exd5 5 . .if4 

This is the usual choice, developing the bishop 
before playing e2-e3 . 

5 .lllf3 lll f6 transposes to the 5 . cxd5 exd5 
Ragozin, as covered in the first part of the 
book. 

5 .e3 lll f6 transposes back to the previous 
chapter. 

5 .%lra4t lll c6 has already been covered in 
variation B .  

5 .a3 ixc3t 6 .bxc3 lll f6 transposes to variation 
F3, near the end of this chapter. 

5 ... c6 
I find this to be the most accurate and flexible 

move. Our plan is to develop the king's knight 
on e7 and then look at options such as . . .  �.f5, 
or . . .  i.d6, o r  even . . .  lt:lg6 followed by . . .  h5-h4, 
depending on what White does . 

Interestingly, in A Practical White Repertoire 
with l . d4 and 2. c4 - The Complete Queen's 
Gambit, GM Kornev mentions the immediate 
5 . . .  lll e7 and suggests meeting it with 6.%Va4t 
in order to force the inconvenient development 
of the b8-knight to c6. He does not mention 
the plan of 5 . . .  c6 followed by . . .  lt:le7 at all 
though. 

John Watson also recommends this set­
up for White (though without the 6.%Va4t 
finesse mentioned above) in A Strategic Chess 
Opening Repertoire for White. The American 
IM doesn't mention 5 . . .  c6 either - although 
his recommendation for White does briefly 
transpose to one of our positions from 
variation E22 below. 

6.e3 �e7 
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White has two main plans: he can gain space 
on the kingside with El) 7.h4!? ,  or develop 
normally with E2) 7 • .id3. 

7.Wb3 enabled Black to equalize pretty 
easily in the following game: 7 . . .  .id6 8 . .ixd6 
Wxd6 9 . .id3 b6 1 0 .ll:\f3 .ia6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 l ..ixa6 lllxa6 1 2 .0-0 0-0 1 3 .E:ac l lllc7 
1 4 .E:fe l  lll e6= Navara - Hou Yifan, Prague 
20 13 .  

I also checked: 
7.lllf3 0-0 

The immediate 7 . . .  .id6 also looks decent. 
8 . .ie2 .id6 9 .lll e5 

a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  lllg6!?N 

Black needs to play this move some time 
soon. 
Compare the game: 9 . . .  a5 1 0 .h4 lll a6? !  
1 l .g4 lll c7 1 2 .Wc2 \t>h8?! 1 3 .h5± Having 
neglected to play . . .  lllg6 for several moves, 
Black no longer had the option in Moiseenko 

- Aleksandrov, St Petersburg 20 14 .  
1 0  . .ig3 lllxe5 ! ?  

1 O . . .  E:e8= is safe and solid. 
1 1 .dxe5 .ic5<X> 

With a double-edged position. 

El) 7.h4!? .id6 

a b c d e f g h 

8.�f3 
Another game continued: 8.ixd6 Wxd6 

9 . .id3 .if5 1 0  . .ixf5 lllxf5 1 1 .Wd3 lll e7 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .lll f3 llld7 1 3 .h5 0-0-0 1 4.0-0-0 \t>b8= 
The exchanges resulted in a level position in Ju 
Wenjun - Guo Qi, Xinghua 20 1 4. 

8 . . .  Lf4 
8 . . .  h5! ?N looks like a reasonable alternative, 

for instance: 9 . .id3 .if5 1 0.hf5 ( 1 0 .ixd6 
.ixd3<X>) 1 0  . . .  lllxf51X> 
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9.°1Wxf4 �e6 10.h5 c!tld7 1 1 .�d3 °1Wb8 12.°IWgS 

a b c . d  e f g h 
12 • • .  °1Wd6!?N 

1 2  . . .  Wf8 1 3 .g4 h6 14 .Wh4 gave White 
good chances on the kingside in Shomoev -
C. Balogh, Moscow 20 1 2. 

13.°IW:xg7 0-0-0i; 
With a lead in development and an open 

g-file, Black has decent compensation for the 
sacrificed pawn. 

E2) 7 • .td3 .tf5 

a b c d e f g h 
Having this move available was one of the 

main reasons for putting the knight on e7. 
White may proceed with E21) 8.lll e2 or 
E22) 8.lll£3. 

E21) 8.tlle2 hd3 

Black's specific move order doesn't seem to 
matter too much here, but it is important 
to know that there are two main plans. The 
simple option is to go for some combination 
of . . .  0-0 and . . .  .td6, looking to neutralize any 
White attacking chances by exchanging both 
sets of bishops. Alternatively, Black can aim for 
a more complex position with a plan involving 
. . .  lllg6 and . . .  h5 ,  followed by queenside 
castling at some point. Here are two recent 
examples : 

8 . . .  0-0 9 .a3 .td6 1 0 .0-0 occurred in 
Schekachikhin - Barsov, Moscow 20 1 5 , when 
1 0  . . .  .txd3N l 1 .Wxd3 .txf4 1 2 .lllxf4 lllg6= 
would have been simple and solid. 

8 . . .  .td6 9 . .txf5 lllxf5 1 0 .Wb3 We? 1 1 .0-0-0?! 
( 1 1 .0-0 is normal) l l . . . .txf4 1 2 .lllxf4 0-0 
1 3 .Elhe l lll a6 14 .f3 Elad800 The position looks 
murky but easier for Black to handle, Nabaty 
- Lupulescu, Jerusalem 20 1 5 . 

9.°1Wxd3 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
9 • • •  lllg6 10.�g3 llld7 1 1 .a3 �e7 12.0-0 h5!? 

Black goes for the complicated option.  

1 2  . . .  0-0N= would have been safe enough. 
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13.f3 h4 14.J.fl 
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a b c d e f g h 

14 . . .  tllb6!?N 
The game continued: 14 . . .  tll f6 1 5 .e4 

( 1 5 .h3!?N is a possible improvement) 
1 5  . . .  dxe4 1 6 .fxe4 tllg4 ( 1 6  . . .  h3 !N00) 1 7 .E:ad l  
'Wd7 1 8 .h3 tllxf2 1 9 .E:xf2;\; Schleining -
Bacsiashvili, Gaziantep 20 12 .  

15 .e4 h3  16.g3 dxe4 17.fxe4 tlle5m 
With a double-edged middlegame. 

E22) 8.�f3 

s .iW � J.9 � � �·-;��- - - -�-·--· 7 "� �� , � x� 6 ������ 5 �w��A�A�� 4 � �Q?, � � 
3 - - - - -Y.m�n�� 
2 !o"'HD  "�!� 
1 st-- - - ?,�;m--- - ?,•: 

a b c d e f g h 

8 . . .  0-0 9.0-0 J.xd3 10.'Wxd3 tllg6 
Watson reaches chis position via a slightly 

different move order, and suggests 1 0  . . .  J.d6 
1 1 .E:fe l  !? for White. I don't see any particular 

problems for Black after l 1 . . .tll a6 - but I will 
focus on a different move for Black anyway, 
following a game of Alekseev from 20 1 5 . 

1 1 .i.g3 tlld7 

15 .tlle5?! 
White cries co play actively in the centre 

instead, but it might have done him more 
harm than good after the strongest reply: 

a b c d e f g h 

15  . . .  tllxe5!N 
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1 5  . . .  �f8? !  let White off the hook, and after 
16 .tlld3 the position was equal again in Nabaty 
- Alekseev, Jerusalem 20 1 5 . 

16.dxe5 
Presumably this was White's idea. 

After 1 6.i.xeS tll c4 1 7.�ab l g6 Black is at least 
equal and the strong knight is a bit annoying 
for White. 

16 ... tll c4 17.Wfc2 Wfb6m 
White will have to work hard to maintain 

the balance. 
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F) 4.a3 

a b c d e f g h 

4 . . .  .L::c3t 5.bxc3 c!llf6 
This transposes to a variation of the Nimzo­

Indian where Black meets 4 .a3 i.xc3t 5 .bxc3 
with 5 . . .  dS .  This is unusual but perfectly 
playable, arid ties in quite well with our 4.e3 
tllf6 repertoire from the previous two chapters . 

If you want something almost completely off 
the beaten track, an interesting option is: 
5 . . .  c6! ?  

We have already encountered this plan 
in Chapter 1 6 . Black is getting ready to 
recapture on dS with the c-pawn. 

6.cxdS 

6.e3 tLl f6 immediately transposes to variation 
C of Chapter 1 6 . 

6 . . .  cxdS 7.i.f4!?N 
This has not been played yet, but it seems 
like a reasonable attempt to make use of the 
fact that e2-e3 has not yet been played. 

a b c d e f g h 
7 . . .  llJf6 

7 . . .  VliaS 8 .i.d2 Vlic7 9.e3 lDf6 1 0 .c4! dxc4 
1 l .i.xc4!± gives White an edge, as the 
c4-bishop is untouchable due to the �c l 
skewer. 

8 .e3 0-0 9 .i.d3 b6 
Given the chance, Black will play . . .  i.a6 

next. The position resembles variation C from 
Chapter 1 6, although the bishop on f4 changes 
things a little. It's hard to say if Black can 
claim full equality, but his position is certainly 
playable, so you could consider this as a viable 
low-theory option. 
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White has three main options: Fl) 6.�6, 
F2) 6.igS and F3) 6.c:xd5. 

6.e3 takes us back to variation C of Chapter 
1 6, where I recommend 6 . . .  c6! ? .  

Fl) 6.�6 0-0 7.igS 

7.e3 leads co Chapter 1 6  again. 

8 'SI r• A. � j, �'SI�· &.�· �J. � zs� 
7 ��,---,,, , , .� ··'·-· 
6 ,� "� �r"f "� �� �j,11111:r 
5 �� �A���� 4 - 8 r� • � 
3 � ·n·· · - %u�-
2 

, , , , , %-.. . . . %_ ���� 
1 � -�1=:t� -� 

a b c d e f g h 

7 . . .  �bd7 8.e3 cS 9.j,d3 
9.cxd5 exd5 has occurred in quite a few 

games via different move orders, but it seems 
co me chat Black gees a comfortable position 
with moscly simple moves . For instance, 
1 0 .id3 Wa5 l 1 .Wc2 c4 1 2 .if5 llie4 1 3 .0-0 
Eie8 and Black was at lease equal in Nagy Dani 
- Lindsalu, corr. 2003 . 

9 . . .  �aS! 
Combining an attack on the c3-pawn with 

breaking the pin on the f6-knighc. 

10.0-0 
This has been a rare choice, but it looks like 

the most logical . 

1 0 .Wc2? !  cxd4 l 1 .exd4 
This has occurred in a few games, but in each 
case Black missed a good chance to create 
problems for his opponent: 

a b c d e f g h 
l l . . .e5 !N 

Forcing White co make an unpleasant 
decision. 

1 2 .ixf6 
1 2 .cxd5 ?  e4! is already winning for Black. 
1 2 .dxe5? dxc4 1 3 .exf6 cxd3 1 4.Wxd3 Eie8t+ 
and White is in trouble. 
1 2 .ie2 may be best, although 12 . . .  exd4 
1 3 .lfixd4 dxc4 still leaves White struggling 
co equalize. 

1 2  . . .  e4! 
This is the main point behind the previous 
move. 
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1 3 .ig5 

a b c d e f g h 

1 3 .0-0? is obviously no good due co 
1 3  . . .  exd3 1 4.Wxd3 lfixf6 and Black emerges 
with an extra piece. 

1 3  . . .  exd3 1 4 .Wxd3 dxc4 1 5 .Wxc4 lfib6 
1 6.Wb4 :ge8t l 7.ie3 Wa6+ 

Black has great light-square control and 
White is still unable co cascle on the kingside, 
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4 .t. d3 lCJxg5 · with 
13 "' b7 1 . .s. 

. alternattve, .•• .s. 
. interestmg 14 . . .  f5 ! ?oo is an 

. . .  c4 to follow. 

4 tlJxc3! ?  could also 1 . . .  b e  considered. 

15  . . .  h6 
"" 4 Y!lc7= 

. 
1 8.'f..lxe 

c ble equality. With comrorta 

F2) 6 • .ig5 

. he knight, but . to pm t I . always temptmg t IS 

d ply· Black has a goo re . 

;· � �.i 
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6 . . .  c5 
Preparing . . .  Wa5 , taking advantage of the 

fact that the bishop has moved away from the 
queenside. 

7.cx:d5 
7.ixf6 Wfxf6 8 .e3 0-0 9 .ll'lf3 ll'lc6 1 0 .ie2 

1'!d8 1 1 .Wfb3 b6 was comfortable for Black in 
Ascic - Kristovic, Zagreb 2006. 

7.Wf c2 dxc4!?N 
Just as in several other parts of this book, 
grabbing the pawn works well .  

8 .e3 
8 .e4 cxd4 9.ixc4 (9 .e5? Wa5+ pins the 
e-pawn) 9 . . .  dxc3 and I don't see how White 
can claim full compensation. 
8 .ll'lf3 may be best, although 8 . . .  ll'lbd7 still 
makes it hard for White to win his pawn 
back or claim full compensation. 
The text move prepares to recapture on c4, 
but Black can spoil the plan with: 

a b c d e f g h 
8 . . .  cxd4! 9 .exd4 

9.cxd4?? Wa5t picks up the bishop on g5. 
9 . . .  Wd5 

And Black is better. 

7 ..• exd5 8.tllf3 
8.dxc5 ll'lbd7 9.Wf d4 0-0 10 .ll'lf3 occurred 

in Nikolaidis - Simeonidis, Kallithea 2006. 
This would have been a good moment to chase 
the bishop with: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  h6!N 1 1 .ixf6 ( 1  Lih4 is well met by 
1 1 . . .1'!e8 when the . . .  1'!e4 jump has real bite, as 
the bishop will be vulnerable on h4: 1 2 .e3 1'!e4 
1 3 .Wf dl ll'lxc5+) 1 1 . . .ll'lxf6 1 2 .e3 if5 White 
has to be careful, for instance: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .id3? !  ( 1 3 .Wfb4 is better, though I still like 
Black's position after 1 3  . . .  1'!c800) 1 3  . . .  ixd3 
1 4 .Wxd3 1'!c8+ The c3-pawn is a clear 
target. 

8 . . .  0-0 9.e3 Yf a5!? 
This is the most ambitious and complicated 

continuation. 

9 . . .  h6N 10 .ih4 ll'lbd7 1 1 .ie2 Wa5= is a 
simple route to a good position. 

10.Lf6 Wfxc3t 1 1 .l£id2 gxf6 12.dxc5 d4 
13.Wfcl 
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a b c d e f g h 

13 • • .  if5!N 
1 3  . . .  WfaS 1 4.id3 dxe3 1 5 .fxe3 Eid8 16 .Wfc2 

lLid7 1 7 .0-0 Wfxc5 led to unclear play after 
1 8 .ixh?t in Nikolic - Bluebaum, Berlin 
20 1 5 , but 1 8 .lLie4!N may promise an edge for 
White. 

14.Wfxc3 dxc3 15 .ltJc4 �ks 
With a complicated but roughly balanced 

endgame. 

F3) 6.cxd5 exd5 

a e g h 

Despite being only the third choice in terms 
of popularity, in some ways this is White's 
most challenging option. One advantage 
for White is that it takes away the option of 

. . .  dxc4; another is that Black no longer has a 
chance to meet e2-e3 with . . .  c6 followed by 
. . .  cxd5 ,  as in variation C of Chapter 1 6. On 
the positive side for Black, we now have a 
chance to develop our bishop actively on f5 .  

White's most important options are 
F31) 7 . .ig5, F32) 7.f'3 and F33) 7.e3. 

F31) 7.i.g5 h6 8.i.h4 

8 .ixf6 is harmless . 8 . . .  'Wxf6 9.e3 0-0 1 0.id3 
occurred in Frank - Rezsek, Zalakaros 1 995 ,  
when 1 0  . . .  ifSN= would have been simple and 
good. 

This position has been reached in several 
games, but so far nobody has tried: 

8 
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a 

8 .. . i.f5!?N 

c d e f g h 

This looks like a decent novelty, activating 
the light-squared bishop to its strongest post 
and intending . . .  0-0, . . .  lLibd7 and . . .  c5 .  

9.e3 
The greedy 9 .'Wb3 can be met by 9 . . .  .:Jbd7! 

1 0 .'Wxb? 0-0� and, with . . .  c5 on the cards, 
Black has huge compensation. 

9 . • •  ltJbd7 IO.id3 
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8 
7 
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a b c d e f g h 
10 • • •  hd3 1 1 .Y;Yxd3 c5= 

Black has no problems at all . 

F32) 7.f3 0-0 

This position has arisen in hundreds of games, 
almost all of them via the Nimzo-Indian move 
order of 1 .d4 lll f6 2 .c4 e6 3 .lllc3 ib4 4 .f3 d5 
5 . a3 ixc3t 6.bxc3 0-0 7.cxd5 exd5 .  

a b c d e f g h 
8.e3 

White's ideal set-up involves id3 and llle2 
from here, so we should look to disrupt this 
plan in one way or another. 

8 • • .  lllh5!? 
I should mention that 8 . . .  if5 is a good 

alternative which is covered in variation F33 

below, via the 7 .e3 move order. If you want to 
cut down on preparation time, you can simply 
play this set-up against both of White's move 
orders . 

The text move is an interesting option which 
is only available against White's move order 
involving an early fL-f3 .  I have played it myself, 
and will include some analysis of it here to give 
you the option of doing the same. 

9.Y;Yc2 
This is White's most popular reply, preparing 

to meet . . .  'Wh4t with 'WfL. The two main 
alternatives are: 

9 .g3 :ge8 (9 . . .  f5 ! ?  is another interpretation of 
the position) I O .id3 c5 1 1 .lll e2 b6 1 2 .0-0 
lll f6 Black's loss of time with the knight is 
justified by the fact that White does not have 
the g3-square available for his knight. That 
explains his next move: 1 3 .g4 ia6 1 4.lllg3 
ixd3 1 5 .'Wxd3 lllc600 Volkov - Meribanov, 
Yerevan 20 14 .  White would prefer his g-pawn 
on its original square in such a position. 

9 .lll e2 :ge8 1 0 .g4 'Wh4t 1 1 .'if;>d2 lll f6 1 2 .°We l 
'Wh6 1 3 .lll f4 c5 14 .id3 

a b c d e f g h 
l 4 . . .  lll c6! ?N 

1 4  . . .  b6 led to extreme complications after: 
1 5 .h4 .!li fd7 1 6.ig6 hxg6 ( 1 6  . . .  'Wxf4? 1 7.exf4 
:gxe l 1 8 .:gxe l hxg6 1 9 .:ge8t wins material) 
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1 7.g5 Wh7 1 8 .h5 i>fs 1 9 .hxg6 Wg800 
Volkov - Socko, Stockholm 20 14 .  

1 5 .h4 llld7 
The point of my novelty is that the idea 
used by White in the above game no longer 
works: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6.i.g6? 

Instead 1 6.g5 Wfd600 keeps the position 
unclear. 

1 6  . . .  Wfxf4 l 7.exf4 E:xe l+  
And Black wins material . 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 

9 • •  J�e8 10.g4 
1 O .i.d3?! Wfh4t l l .Wf2 tlif4! is a nice tactical 

trick, after which 1 2 .i.fl Wf6+ left Black with 
a pleasant development advantage in Volkov -
Tomashevsky, Rijeka 20 1 0 . 

10 . . .  tbf4 1 1 .h4 c5 12.ci>fl tlie6 13.i.d3 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 

13 . . .  c!llfS! 
Defending h7 without weakening the 

kingside. I was the first to play this over the 
board in 20 10 ,  although I later found out 
that it had previously been tested in some 
correspondence games . It has since been used 
successfully by a couple of 2700 players. 

14.c!lle2 tllc6 
Black has a few possible ways of playing. This 

is perhaps the most flexible of them, waiting 
for the right moment to play . . .  c4 . 

14  . . .  b6 1 5 .tl'if4 i.a6 1 6 .i.d2 i.xd3 1 7.Wfxd3 
tl'ie6 1 8 .dxc5 tl'ixf4 1 9 .exf4 bxc500 was Addison - R. Pert, Canterbury 20 10 .  

14  . . .  c4 1 5 .i.f5 lll c6 1 6 .a4 g6 1 7 .i.xc8 E:xc8 
1 8 .i.a3 tl'ie6 1 9 .tl'ig3 a6 20.E:ab l E:b800 was 
the later game Timofeev - Almasi, Legnica 
20 1 3 . 

15 .i.d2 
1 5 .dxc5N tl'ie500 is playable for White, but 

his central structure has been ruined and it's 
no wonder that no human player has wanted 
to try this. 
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16.J.f5 tlia5 17.:i:!abl  tlib3 
Black is at least equal, for instance: 

18.�cl?!  �xd2 19.Wxd2 Lf5 20.gxfS 
Wd7+ 

White's pawns are weak and Black's king is 
safer. 

F33) 7.e3 J.f5 

a b c d e f g h 
I like the idea of developing the bishop here 

before .id3 prevents it. 

8.f3 
After 8 . .id3?! .ixd3 9.'1Wxd3 0-0 White must 

take care to avoid being positionally worse. 
For instance: 1 0 .!!b l llibd7 1 1 .llif3 ( 1 1 .!!xb7? 
llib6+ traps the rook) 1 1 . . .llib6 1 2 .llid2 \Wd6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .c4? (White had to try 1 3 .f3 c500 or 1 3 .0-0 
llig4!?00, although Black is at least equal in 
either case) 1 3  . . .  dxc4 1 4.llixc4 \Wd5! 1 5 .llixb6 
Wxg2+ T. Rahman - Murshed, Dhaka 20 12 .  

8 . . .  0-0 9.t0e2 
Rather than trade bishops on d3, White is 

planning an ambitious kingside expansion with 
g2-g4, challenging our well-placed bishop. 

a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  c5 

I spent some time looking at 9 . . .  !!e8 but now 
slightly prefer the text move, for a couple of 
reasons. Firstly, it is nice to strike in the centre 
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quickly, in order to counter White's kingside 
build-up. Secondly, Black might react to g2-g4 
and h2-h4 with . . .  h5 ,  effectively forcing g4-g5 , 
at which point the knight can drop back to e8.  

9 . . .  E!:e8 
This move is also playable of course. I 
will present a brief summary of the main 
possibilities. 

1 0 .g4 j,xg4! ?  
This piece sac i s  the most critical 
continuation, attempting to make full use of 
the rook on e8 . 
1 0  . . .  j,eG l 1 .llif4 c5 can also be considered; 
as can 1 0  . . .  j,g6, intending l 1 .llif4 c5,  or 
l l .j,g2 h6. 

l l .fxg4 llixg4 

8 .i� �.i �· 
7 lfi'-" ,/,� ·� i 
6 , , , ,/,� ,, , , /,� �� ,, , , /,� ���� �� 5 �-��-1� 4 

'% ��r�, %� %  �� 3 � �£5< �£5< � 
2 

, ,%� 7;, , %� lt:)� �� 
1 � ��7� �;(: ;;" �� 7;, , 

� �ii'�� � 
a b c d e f g h 

1 2 .E!:a2! 
I have a feeling this is White's best, although 
I haven't analysed the position especially 
deeply. Other possibilities include: 
a) 1 2 .Wd3 was seen in D. Berczes -
Chernyshov, Budapest 2006, when 
1 2  . . .  Wh4tN 1 3 .tt'lg3 tt'ld7 14 .j,e2 tt'ldf6 
would have given Black good play for the 
piece. 
b) 1 2 .tt'lg3 tt'lxe3 1 3 .j,xe3 E!:xe3t 14 .<;t>d2 
Wg5 1 5 .<iic2 occurred in Hackner - Dale, 
Sheffield 20 1 1 ,  and now 1 5  . . .  c5!N 1 6.Wh5 
Wxh5 l 7.tt'lxh5 cxd4 l 8 .cxd4 tt'lc600 would 
have given Black sufficient compensation. 
c) 1 2 .E!:g l ! ?N also looks very murky after 

1 2  . . .  Wh4t 1 3.llig3 c500• 
1 2  . . .  llixe3!N 

12 . . .  lt:Jc6 was played in Khenkin - Kuzmin, 
Leningrad 1 99 1 ,  when the computerish 
1 3 .tt'lg3!N tt'lxe3 1 4 .Wf3!t would have been 
good for White. 

1 3 .j,xe3 E!:xe3 

a b c d e 

1 4 .E!:gl 
14 .<iif2! ?  We7 1 5 .Wc l 
playing. 

14 . . .  Wh4t 1 5 .E!:g3 tt'ld700 
Any result is possible. 

l0.g4 
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f g h 

is another way of 

a b c d e f g h 

l0 . . .  ig6!? 
Placing the bishop in the path of White's 

kingside pawns looks provocative, but it seems 
to work fine. 
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1 0  . . .  .ie6 
This move is also playable, but I think 
White can secure an edge with the rare 
continuation: 

l 1 .lll f4! 
After l 1 .lllg3 lll c6 1 2  . .id3 �e8 1 3 .0-0 h6 
14 .�a2 '!Wa5 1 5  . .id2 c400 Black was not 
worse in Hausner - Pezerovic, Bavaria 2005 .  
1 l ..ig2 lll c6 1 2 .0-0 cxd4 1 3 .cxd4 �c8 
1 4 .h3 llla500 also led to a balanced game in 
Harika - Hou Yifan, Khanty-Mansiysk (ol) 
20 1 0 . 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . .lll c6 

1 1 . . .c4 1 2  . .ig2t 
1 2  . .id3 �c8 1 3 .0-0 lll e8 1 4 .�a2t 

White had a small pull in Smolen - Hera, 
Slovakia 2006. 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 1 .tllf4 

1 1 .h4 h5 1 2 .g5 lll e8 leaves White with 
nothing better than 1 3 .lll f4, when 1 3  . . .  lll c6 
transposes to the main line below. 

1 l ..ig2 cxd4 1 2 .cxd4 lll bd7 1 3 .0-0 lll b6 
14 .lll f4 �c8 1 5 .�a2 occurred in one game, and 
now I like: 

a b c d e f g h 
l 5 . . .  �c6!?N ( l  5 . . .  �e8 worked well for Black 
in the game: 1 6 .h4 '!Wc7 l 7.g5? [ l  7.'!Wb3!N 
.ic2 1 8 .'!Wb400 was correct] 17 . . .  lllh5+ Stanciu 
- Mindlin, lasi 20 1 1 ) 1 6 .h4 '!Wc700 And the 
cl-square becomes available for the bishop. 

White can also play to improve his pieces with: 
1 2  . .ig2 �c8 1 3 .0-0 llla5 1 4 .�a2 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  tt:lc4!?N 

14 . . .  h6?! should not be played unprovoked. 
At least wait for White to play h2-h4 first! 
1 5 .lllxg6 fxg6 This position was reached in 
Malaniuk - Ivanchuk, Lvov 1 988, when 
1 6 .e4!N;!; would have given Black some 
problems. 
14 . . .  cxd4N 1 5 .cxd4 tll c4 is similar to my 
recommendation and is likely to transpose, 
but it seems normal to maintain the central 
tension for a few more moves . 

1 5 .h4 h6 1 6 .tllxg6 fxg6 

a b c d e f g h 
Compared to the Malaniuk - lvanchuk 
game, Black has improved his queenside 
knight whereas White has loosened his 
kingside by advancing his h-pawn. The 
continuation might be: 

1 7 .\Wd3 cxd4 1 8 .cxd4 Elc6!00 
The rook provides indirect defence of the 

g6-pawn, as \Wxg6 will be met by . . .  tll e4 . The 
position remains unclear. 

a b c d e f g h 

12 . . .  hS 13.gS tlJeS 14.'itifl c4!?m 
The players reached a complex middlegame 

with mutual chances in Hillarp Persson -
Rozentalis, Gausdal 2006. Black has stabilized 
his position and followed up by placing one 
knight on e7, supporting g6 and d5, and the 
other on d6. 

Conclusion 

This chapter started by dealing with the rare 
moves 4.�d2, 4.\Wa4t, 4.\Wb3 and 4.\Wc2; 
all of them are playable, but they also suffer 
from certain drawbacks. We then spent some 
time looking at the popular 4.cxd5 exd5 
5 .�f4, when 5 . . .  c6 6.e3 tll e7 gives Black a 
flexible position with nice prospects . Finally, 
4.a3 �xc3t 5 .bxc3 tll f6 leads to the most 
strategically complex positions of the chapter, 
especially after 6.cxd5 exd5.  The main rule for 
Black is to find some way of disrupting White's 
smooth plan of development involving �d3, 
tlle2 and f2-f3 , and I have shown some 
effective methods of doing just that. 



PART VII 

Catalan and other 
4th moves 



Introduction to the Catalan 
and other 4th moves 

1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f.3 �f6 

a b c d e f g h 

In this final section we are going to look at White's various alternatives to 4 .4Jc3 in the above 
position. In the majority of cases I will advocate a repertoire with 4 . . .  ib4t ,  maintaining our 
theme and inviting a transposition to a Ragozin. 

By far the most theoretically critical option in this section of the book is: 

4.g3 
This move introduces the Catalan system. This opening has long enjoyed a healthy reputation, 

but it has become especially popular in the ten or so years, thanks in part to the outstanding 
results of former world champion Vladimir Kramnik. The recent upsurge has also been helped 
along by Anand's successful use of this weapon during his thrilling 20 1 0  World Championship 
match against Topalov. 

4 .. . �b4t 
Sticking with our theme. Now 5 .lt:Jc3 takes us back to a 5 .g3 Ragozin, as covered in Chapter 

1 3 .  Leaving that move aside, the material will be divided as follows . 

Chapter 1 9  discusses 5.�bd2, when 5 .. . dxc4 is my recommendation. 
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Chapter 20 deals with the more popular 
5.J.d2, when 5 . . .  J.d6!? is my choice. 

8 
7 
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a b c d e f g h 
This is an interesting, modern approach, 

which has been used successfully by several 
of the world's leading players. It is one of the 
few lines in the Catalan in which Black can 
genuinely fight for the initiative rather than 
merely crying to equalize and make a draw. If 
White plays an early i.g5 then Black can try 
to exploit his bishop pair after an exchange on 
f6. If White plays something else, then Black 
may look for a good moment to switch to a 
Stonewall sec-up with . . .  c6 , . . .  0ie4 and . .  .f5 .  

Returning to  move 4 after 1 .d4 d5  2.c4 e6 
3.lllf3 lllf6, Chapter 2 1  will deal with a pair 
of bishop moves: 4 • .if4 and 4.J.g5, the latter 
being the more popular and important of the 
two. I suggest meeting it with the Ragozin­
style bishop development: 

5 .l2Jc3 is the most common choice, transposing 
direccly into a 5 .i.g5 Ragozin. 

5 . . .  dxc4 
Once again, we will grab the pawn on 

offer and look to hold on to it with . . .  b5 and 
lacer . . .  i.b7. White will have co work hard to 
demonstrate compensation. 

*** 

Finally, Chapter 22 will end our investigation 
by dealing with a couple of pawn moves 
after 1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lllf3 ltlf6. First we 
will analyse 4.cxd5 exd5, with a rather came 
version of the Carlsbad structure. The main 
focus of the chapter is 4.e3, when I made an 
interesting choice: 



374 Playing the Ragozin 

8 .i-tiJ �-� � &fl"-"'"%� .• �--. : uXJI XJI '• XJI 
s J1J1fB' • 
4 JIJI !� �JI JIJI JIJl x '��JIJI 
� fnJl•Diif� 
1 �ltSDlm�m: 

a b c d e f g h 
4 . . .  a6!? 

Since White's last move blocked in his dark­
squared bishop, this is the one major variation 
in the book where it makes absolutely no sense 
to play 4 . . .  i.b4t ? ! ,  as 5 .id2;!; is simply good 
for White. 

Although Black has many decent options, I 
especially like the text move. Depending on 
how White proceeds, Black may follow up 
with . . .  c5 ,  but he also has the option of . . .  dxc4 
followed by . . .  b5 ,  which can lead to a pleasant 
version of a Queen's Gambit Accepted if timed 
correctly. 



Chapter 19 

Catalan with 5.�bd2 

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.g3 J.h4t s.�bd2 dxc4 

A) 6.�c2 
B) 6.J.g2 0-0 

Bl) 7.0-0 b5 
Bll) 8.�e5 
Bl2) 8.a4 

B2) 7.�c2 a5!? 
B21) 8.0-0 
B22) 8.�xc4 

376 
377 
378 
379 
380 
381 
381 
383 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 4.g3 i.b4t 
5.�bd2 

Let me remind you that 5 .lll c3 reaches the 
'Catalan-Ragozin' set-up which was examined 
in Chapter 1 3 . 

5 . . .  dxc4 
White has two main options : he can go after 

the c4-pawn immediately with A) 6.'!Wc2 or 
carry on developing with B) 6.i.g2. 

6.a3 is hardly ever played: 6 . . .  ixd2t 7.ixd2 
gives Black at least equal chances after 7 . . .  id7 
or 7 . .  .'1Wd5! ? .  

6.'\Wa4t?! i s  even worse: 6 . . .  lll c6 7.a3 (7.ig2 
E!:b8! followed by . . .  b5 makes the white queen 
look silly) 7 . . .  ixd2t 8 . .ixd2 '\Wd5 !  and Black 
was clearly better in Jongsma - Langeweg, The 
Hague 1 968. 
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A) 6.'!Wc2 

This move is played quite regularly bur 
White isn't scoring particularly well with it. 

6 • • •  b5 
Black could also play 6 . . .  c5 with an equal 

game, bur it looks logical to defend the extra 
pawn and ask White what he intends to do 
about it. 

7.a4 
White should play this immediately, 

otherwise Black will play . . .  ib7 and . . .  a6, 
when his bishop will enjoy a clear view of the 
long diagonal. 

7 .. . c6 8 . .ig2 ib7 
8 . . .  a5 is a thematic move in these positions, 

freeing space for the rook and securing the 
bishop on b4. After 9 .0-0 0-0 we transpose 
exactly to the later variation B2 l ,  where this 
position is reached after 6 .ig2 0-0 7.'!Wc2 a5 ! ?  
8 .0-0 b5 9 .a4 c6. 

The plan of . . .  b5 followed by . . .  ib7 is a useful 
extra option against the particular move order 
chosen by White in this variation.  The main 
difference is char the early . . .  b5 doesn't work 
so well when both sides have already castled, 
as Black falls prey to a thematic lllg5 trick, 
winning material due to the attack on the long 
diagonal combined with the prospect of mare 
on h7. See 7 . . .  b5?  in the notes to variation B2 
for rhe specific line. 

s 1.• E•m �B 
7 �1-� ,, , , , /,� r--· '� '·'• "ll 6 �� ��

'/, , , , , ;
� 5 �,�W'%-�--%

� 4 8 � i r� m � 
3 

- - - - -�
- -- - - - %� 

�� 
�� ''/, 

�%'"//, ��-�- - - - %�,{0, 2 ��\\XKI?� A t_� � t_� i0% �-�: 0 iQz djb iQ 
1 

_;<, , , , %-/, , , , , ,�,, , , %�� 
a b c d e f g h 

9.0-0 0-0 l0.b3 
This seems like the critical test. 
1 0 .El:d l is a slower approach. 10 . . .  lllbd? 

1 l .b3 ( 1 1 .lllg5 a6 1 2 .b3 c3 1 3 .lllb l  h6+ 
was no improvement for White in Putka -
Alekseev, Wroclaw 20 14) 1 1 . . .c3 1 2 .lll b l  
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8 .i. �  % z •• 
7 �r�i)� -·v,•• 
6 . . . . .  %� T�T•--- - ?.� �� ��'z . . . . . ;� 5 �A�w'0�� �� 4 8 •  t� • � 
3 �-8�- . . . . z.�� 
2 � .. . . . %� �%i-¥""%%i'0 - - - -��i��FjJ:;Jt3i �ltJ�ll- � � 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  'WaS ( 1 2  . . .  cS ! ?  1 3 .lllxc3 :B:c8 ! ?N 14 .lllxbS 
cxd400 is also interesting) 1 3 .lll e l  llldS 14 .llld3 
c5 l 5 .e4 lll 5f6 The position is messy but good 
for Black, for instance: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6.dxcS lllxcS l 7.lllxb4 'Wxb4 1 8 .lllxc3 lllxb3 
1 9 .'Wb2 a5+ Black kept his extra pawn and 
stood better in S. Ernst - Illner, Amsterdam 
20 1 2 . 

10  . . .  c5! 
1 0  . . .  c3 ! ?  1 1 .lllb l  c5 (or l l . . .bxa4!? )  is 

perfectly playable, and will be covered shortly 
via a different move order under variation 
B 1 2 . However, against the current move order 
with an early 'Wc2, the text move is a stronger 
option. 

1 1 .bxc4 
l l .axb5? !  is well met by l l . . .c3, as 1 2 .lll b l ? ? 

ie4-+ would be a disaster for White. 

1 1 . .. bxc4 

a b c d e f g h 
12.j,b2 hd2 13.Yfxd2 cxd4 14 . .L.:d4 tl::ibd7 
15JUcl i.d5i 

White did not have enough compensation 
in Korley - Gajewski, Reykjavik 20 1 5 . 

B) 6.i.g2 

This is the main line, developing the Catalan 
bishop before worrying about the c4-pawn. 

6 . . .  0-0 
6 . . .  c3 has been played but White gets a 

strong initiative for the material . 

6 . . .  b5 has been the most popular move and 
would also be a good choice, but castling is my 
personal preference. 
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White's two main options are Bl) 7.0-0 and 
B2) 7.Y!lc2. 

7.a3 ixd2t! 8 .ixd2 ltJc6 9 .ic3 liJd5 1 0 .0-0 
b5 is good for Black, for instance: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 .e4 ltJxc3 1 2 .bxc3 E:b8 1 3 .Y*'e2 ltJa5 
1 4.E:ad l Y*'e7 1 5 .Y*'b2 liJb3 1 6 .E:fel  E:b6 
17 .liJd2 ltJxd2 1 8 .E:xd2 a5+ Arjun - Panelo 
Munoz, Montcada 20 1 3 . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

7 . . .  b5 

Bl) 7.0-0 

f g h 

Black defends his extra pawn in typical 
fashion. Since White has committed his 
queen's knight to d2 rather than c3 , he will 
find it hard to apply additional pressure to the 
b5-pawn. 

We will analyse the sideline Bl 1) 8.tlie5 
followed by the more popular Bl2) 8.a4. 

8 .b3?! is fl.awed in view of: 8 . . .  c3 9 .liJb l  ib7 
1 0 .a3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  ie4 1 1 .liJe l  ixg2 1 2 .ltJxg2 ( 1 2 .©xg2 
ia5+) 1 2  . . .  ia5 and White was struggling 
to equalize in Gijswijt - Arnaudov, Haarlem 
20 1 1 .  

8 .liJe l ! ?  is a more restrained knight move but 
it has its merits, as the knight avoids being hit 
by .. . f6 and may find a good home on c2. The 
recent and, so far, only practical test continued: 
8 . . .  c6 9 .a4 ia6 1 0 .liJc2 ie7 1 1 .axb5 ixb5 
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Bi l) 8.llJe5 

The knight leaps forwards, but Black can block 
the long diagonal with . . .  llld5 and later play 
. .  . f6 to chase the knight away. 

8 1.•..t.i � ��· 
7 1·r,, . . , ,�.-�-- - - -%.,,a-v.�1-� a % � � m . �  � .  
6 

,, . ,,%_ 
. . . . . %_ 

••.. . . %� 
5 �·� ��Y... • • •  � 
4 ��,O" -�. 
3 �_ . .  , , .Y.m . . .  , , %m �, 
2 8 ��-� �m·"//,� 8���-ef�-- - , , %��-0 � �  . . . � � · �  0 %  � .  7-1 '• 7-1 
1 �--- -%�-� '-rti"" 

a b c d e f g h 
8 .•• llJd5 9.a4 c6 10.e4 

1 0 .�c2 t.b7 l l .ttJe4 f6 l 2.lll f3 lLia6!N is 
good for Black. The point of the last move 
is to retreat the b4-bishop and play . . .  lLiab4, 
although there is no hurry to do so, and Black 
may wish to develop the queen and a8-rook 
before doing anything else. 

10 ••• lLi b6 1 1 . llJ df3 f6 

a b c d e f g h 
12.aS 

1 2 .lllg4 was recently played against me in 
a blitz game. 12 . . .  a5 1 3 .ttJe3 E:a7 1 4.d5 cxd5 
l 5 .exd5 and here I should have played: 

a b c d e f g h 
l 5 . . .  bxa4!N ( l  5 . . .  E:d700 was Fitzcarraldo -
Antidrome, Internet 20 1 6) 1 6 .dxe6 �xd l 
1 7.E:xd l t.xe6+ Despite the messy pawn 
structure, Black is still two pawns up. 

12 . • •  llJ6d7 
So White gets to exchange his knight rather 

than retreat it - but he has been forced to close 
the queenside, leaving Black with a solid extra 
pawn. 

13.t£ixd7 %Yxd7 14.J.d2 
I think the most accurate move is: 

a b c d e f g h 
14 ••. llJa6!N 
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1 4  . . .  c5 ! ?  is also pretty good: 1 5 .dxc5 ixd2 
1 6.lllxd2?! ( 1 6.Wfxd2 Wfxd2 l 7.lllxd2 e5+) 
l 6 . . .  e5+ Petrik - Luch, Czech Republic 20 1 1 .  

15.hb4 lllxb4 16.eS .ih7i 
White does not have enough compensation.  

B12) 8.a4 c6 

9.b3!? 
A rare move order, but possibly the most 

accurate. 

9 .Wlc2 ib7 leads back to variation A. There are 
all kinds of transpositions as the queen can go 
to c2 at almost any turn from moves 6 to 1 1 ; 
however, I think White does best to delay it, 
for the reason explained in the next note. 

9 . . .  c3 10.�bl .ib7 1 1 .Yf c2 

l l . . .  bxa4! ?  
This is an equally good alternative. 

1 2 .l:':'i:xa4 c5 1 3 .lllxc3 a5 1 4.lll a2 
1 4 .dxc5 lll bd7 1 5 .ia3 ixc5 1 6 .ixc5 lllxc5 
l 7.l:':'i:c4 Wlb6 was fine for Black in Lissang -
Grandelius, Stockholm 20 14 .  

This position can also arise via the 6 .Wlc2 
move order, after 6 . . .  b5 7.a4 c6 8 .ig2 ib7 a b c d e f g h 

9 .0-0 0-0 1 0 .b3, and now 1 0  . . .  c3! ?  1 1 .lll b l ,  1 4  . . .  ie4 1 5 .Wd l ? ! 
as mentioned in the notes to variation A. 
However, in that line 1 0  . . .  c5 !  was a stronger 
option for Black. By delaying Wlc2, White 
avoids that particular problem. 

l 5 .Wb2 is a better square for the queen, and 
after 1 5  . . .  lllbd7 the position is balanced. 

1 5  . . .  lllbd7 1 6.lllxb4 cxb4 l 7.ib2 lll b6 1 8 .l:':'i:al 
Wd5+ 

Caruana - Gelfand, Amsterdam 20 1 0. 

12.lllxc3 bxa4 13.dxc5 axb3!? 
The position remains roughly equal after this 
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move, but each side will have a passed pawn on 
the queenside. 

1 3  . . . i.xcS 14 .ll'lxa4 i.e7= kept things more 
symmetrical and led to a quick draw in Alburt 
- Christiansen, Greenville 1 983.  

14.�xb3 a5 15.i.f4 �bd7 16 . .id6 ges 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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a b c d e f g h 

17J'Udl �c8 18.�a4 �e4 19.gacl i.d5 
20.�e3 �xd6 21 .cxd6 �a6 

It's still dynamically equal at this stage, but 
Black's unbalancing strategy paid off and he 
went on to win in Landa - Movsesian, Czech 
Republic 20 1 5 . 

B2) 7.�c2 

a b c d e f g h 

7 . . .  a5!? 
This move has several uses : it grabs some 

space on the queenside, supports the b4-
bishop and improves the scope of the rook. 

7 . . .  b5?  is not so effective against this move 
order, due to the thematic trick: 8 .a4 c6?! 
9 .axb5 cxb5 1 0 .ll'lg5 !+- Because Black has 
castled, . . .  ll'ld5 is impossible due to mate on 
h7. Please remember this motif, as it can occur 
in many different opening variations involving 
a kingside fianchetto by White. 

We will analyse B21) 8.0-0 followed by the 
more obvious B22) 8.�xc4. 

A harmless alternative is: 
8 .a3 i.e7 

8 . . .  i.xd2t ! ?N also makes sense: 9 .i.xd2 b5 
1 0 .a4 c6 1 1 .ll'leS ll'ld5 1 2 .0-0 f6 1 3 .ll'lf3 
i.b?oo 

9 .ll'lxc4 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  b5 ! ?N 

9 . . .  b6 1 0 .0-0 i.b7 was also fine for Black in 
Tsolakidou - Balokas, Paleochora 20 1 5 . 

1 0 .ll'lce5 i.b7 1 1 .0-0 i.e4 1 2 .�b3 �d5 
1 3 .�xdS ll'lxd5= 

B21) 8.0-0 b5 9.a4 

This seems like the only critical move. 
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9 .lLig5? !  is ineffective here, as Black can simply 
move his rook. 9 . . .  :B:a6 1 0 .ltJde4 Trying to 
create an attack doesn't cause problems after: 
1 0  . . .  lLixe4 1 I .i';!fxe4 f5+ 

9 .e4? !  also fails to impress : 9 . . .  i.b7 (9 . . .  a4!?N 
is a good alternative, preventing a2-a4 and 
consolidating Black's extra pawn) 1 0 .e5 lLid5 
1 1 .ltJe4 h6+ Haba - Jaracz, Erbendorf 2009. 

9 .. .  c6 

a b c d e f g h 

10.b3 
1 0 .:B:d l was played in Nakamura - Golod, 

Internet (blitz) 2006. My suggestion would be 
1 0  . . .  i.b?!N, intending: 1 1 .b3 c3 1 2 .iLibl  bxa4 
1 3 .bxa4 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  c5 !  1 4 .dxc5 Wc8 And only Black can be 
better. 

10 .. . cxb3 l 1 .�xb3 
White certainly has compensation for the 

pawn, but Black should not be worse. There 
are a few possible continuations, but my 
preference is: 

13.i.g5 
After 1 3  .i.a3 i.b 5 1 4  .i.xb4 ixa4 1 5  .ixf8 

i';!fxf8 the best White can hope for is to be 
equal after winning back a pawn. 

13 . . .  i.b5 14J:fa2 
Here I found an interesting way to fight for 

the advantage: 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
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14 . . .  tll a6!N 
To understand this move, we should first 

check the similar line: 1 4  . . .  ltJbd7 1 5 .lDeS 
a4!?N ( 1 5  . . .  !%c8 was equal in Raetsky -
A. Sokolov, Geneva 20 1 1 ) 1 6.lDxc6 axb3 
( 1 6  . . .  'Wb6?! 1 7 .ltJxb4;!;) 1 7.lDxd8 bxc2 1 8 .!%xa8 
t.xe2 l 9 .!%cl t.d l 00 It's a weird position, but 
it should be equal as long as White finds the 
right way to give up the exchange on c2. 

Having the knight on a6 rather than d7 
would help in the above line, as lDe5 has less 
impact, as the subsequent lDxc6 will not attack 
an unprotected bishop on b4. This is rather 
a subtle point, and perhaps overkill when 
preparing against a rare opening line, but it's 
an interesting point nonetheless. Objectively, 
it makes the difference between fighting for 
an advantage with Black or allowing White to 
escape with equality. 

15 .llleS a4 16.lll cl 
1 6.lDxc6? is not really an option here due 

to 1 6  . . .  'Wb6! l 7 .lDd2 (or 1 7 .lDcl  !%fc8-+ and 
Black wins material) l 7 . . .  ltJd5 l 8 .t.xd5 exd5 
l 9 .ltJe7t t.xe7 20.t.xe7 !%fe8+ Black will have 
an extra pawn and a dominant position. 

a b c d e f g h 
16 . . .  'Wes 

1 6  . . .  !%c8 l 7 .tDcd3 'Wxd4+ is also good. 

17 . .txf6 gxf6 18.tllg4 .ie7i 
Black has an extra pawn plus the two 

bishops, and can chase the knight away with 
.. . f5 or . . .  h5 .  

B22) 8.'Wxc4 

Recapturing the pawn is safer and more 
popular. The drawback is that White's queen 
is a bit exposed, which explains our next move. 

a b c d e f g h 
8 .. . b6 9.a3 

White can also make a pre-emptive retreat: 
9 .°Wc2 t.b7 

Without the queen on c4 as a target, there 
is not so much point in putting the bishop 
on a6. 

1 0 .0-0 ltJbd7 l 1 .lDc4 t.e4 1 2 .°Wd l 
This position was reached twice by Zhou 
Jianchao (not the most famous Chinese 
GM, but still rated over 2600) as Black. 

a b c d e f g h 
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1 2  . . .  idS 
This was his second try. 
1 2  . . .  bS was his first attempt, after which 
1 3 .tLlceS tLixe5 ( 1 3  . . .  Wc8!N= followed 
by . . .  Wb7 looks better) 1 4 .dxeSt left him 
struggling to contain White's initiative in 
Bai Jinshi - Zhou Jianchao, Xinghua 20 1 6. 

1 3 .tLlceS tLixe5 1 4.dxeS tLld7 
1 4  . . .  tLle4!?N also deserves consideration. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .Wc2 ie7 1 6.E:d l c5 1 7.e4 ic6 1 8 .tLld2 
We? 1 9 . f4 b500 

Zeng Chongsheng - Zhou Jianchao, 
Xinghua 20 1 6. 

IO.tlie5 
1 0 .Wc2 is similar to the note to White's 

previous move. Once again, now that he has 
pre-empted . . .  ia6, it makes more sense to 
put the bishop on the long diagonal . 1 0  . . .  ib? 
1 1 .0-0 tLibd7 1 2 .tLleS ixg2 1 3 .'it>xg2 c5 
1 4 .tLlc6 We8 

s x �. �1�1! 7 � •ei� � · - ·  
6 �-�� -,'. ... . . %� 
5 _ . . . . %.�./ . . . . . . . 4 . . . . . %� . . . . . %� �� �� 
3 -��-'0 . . . . %.�� .. . . . z�J;�� EfW,ff{�W,� 2 iOz i§'ffe_J: 0 iOz et iO . . . . f- - · "�;�/ 

.
. . . . .. g ... . . 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .tLlf3 cxd4 1 6 .tLlcxd4 ( 1 6.tLifxd4?! ic5+ is 
only going to leave White's knights in trouble) 
1 6  . . .  E:c8 1 7 .Wa4 tLlc5 1 8 .Wxe8 E:fxe8 1 9 .b4 
tLice4= Korchmar - Goryachkina, Moscow 
20 1 6. 

8 'l!i' p- A � , . � �'l!r�-� A /!al: ..JL %  � �� � �  /, , , , , ,� ,;;f" ' ' ' %� ,�- · · · · Y,� ,,,,, 
1 � w� m .t. w� .t.  
6 
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4 "i1l� ni1n 
3 ll 8i1 � "n �ll ;,, , , , , %%""" �%'"//, �� -J - - . .  %�,,,,, 
2 f� � 8 f��f� 
1 

� - - - - %�- - - - - -= · - - - %�� 
a b c d e f g h 

10 . . . i.a6 
1 0  . . .  E:a?!?  doesn't make a lot of difference, as 

. . .  ia6 is likely to follow. I 1 .tLldf3 ia6 1 2 .Wa4 
( 1 2 .Wc2 reaches the main line below) 1 2  . . .  cS 
1 3 .if4 tLld500 was fine for Black in Petrik -
Hracek, Slovakia 20 1 0 . 
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1 1 .Wfc2 ga7 
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a b c d e f g h 

12.�df3 
This move defends the d4-pawn while 

safeguarding e2, thus enabling White to castle 
without losing a pawn. 

I also considered: 1 2 .llle4!?N c5! ?  ( 1 2  . . .  Wi'xd400 
is also possible of course; White's lead 
in development offers about enough 
compensation for the pawn, but Black should 
not be worse.) 1 3 .dxc5 lllxe4 14 . .ixe4 .ixc5 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . .ixh?t �h8 1 6  . .if4 E!:c7� Black has great 
compensation. 

12 . . .  c5 13.dxc5 .ixc5 14.�d3 
1 4 .0-0?! E!:c7 leaves White's queen 

awkwardly placed. 

14 . . J�c7!N 
14 . . .  .ixd3 1 5 .Wi'xd3 Wi'xd3 1 6 .exd3 llld5 

1 7 .iie2 E!:c7 18 . .id2 lll c6 was equal m 

Donchenko - Wojtaszek, Germany 20 1 6. 

The text move is a try for an advantage. Play 
may continue: 

15.�xc5 
l 5 .Wi'b3 .id6+ puts White under some 

pressure, with . . .  .ic4 coming next. 

15  .. J�xc5 

a b c d e f g h 
16.Wfbl 

1 6 .Wi'b3? !  .ic4+ 
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16 . . .  h6 
Black is certainly not worse. White may 

have the bishop pair, but he is behind in 
development and will have to find a way 
to arrange castling without dropping the 
e2-pawn. 

Conclusion 

5 .tllbd2 is not a bad move, but 5 . . .  dxc4 is 
a good move for Black - especially as it's in 
keeping with one of the primary themes of 
this book. We can safely meet 6.'Wc2 with 
6 . . .  b5 ,  keeping in mind the 1 o . . .  c5 !  finesse, 
which promises Black the better game. Our 
main line continues 6 . .ig2 0-0 7.'Wc2, when 
7 . . .  b5?  would be a mistake, but 7 . . .  a5 ! ?  is an 
attractive idea. If White ignores the c4-pawn 
then we can defend it safely with . . .  b5 ,  while if 
he takes it with 8 .'Wxc4, then 8 . . .  b6 highlights 
his exposed queen. It seems to me that Black is 
at least equal in the main variations, and often 
has chances to fight for the advantage. 



Chapter 20 

Catalan with 5.id2 

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlif3 tlif6 4.g3 i.h4t 5.i.d2 i.d6 6.i.g2 c6 

A) 7.b3 
B) 7.tlic3 0-0 

Bl) 8.0-0 
B2) 8.i.g5 h6!? 9.hfci °!Wxf6 10.0-0 °!Wd8!? 

B21) 11.e3N 
B22) 11.e4 

C) 7.°1Wc2 tli bd7 8.0-0 0-0 
Cl) 9.tlic3 
C2) 9.i.g5 
C3) 9.�dl tlie4 

C31) 10.i.cl 
C32) 10.i.e3!?N 
C33) 10.i.el 

390 
391 
391 
394 
394 
395 
396 
397 
399 
401 
401 
402 
404 
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1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlla tllf6 4.g3 .ib4t 5.J.d2 
This is the main line, and Avrukh's 

recommendation. 

5 . . .  J.d6 
So why did we check on b4, only to drop 

back to d6 immediately? The answer is to 
deny White's knight on f3 access to the 
d2-square, from where it can support an e2-e4 
pawn break. The specific line I have in mind 
is 4 . . .  i.d6 5 .i.g2 c6 6 .0-0 0-0 7.lll c3 lll bd7 
8 .llld2!;!;, when White is ready to play e2-e4 
with a clear edge. According to my database, 
he has achieved an obscenely high score of just 
over 80% from this position. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
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6.i.g2 

a b c d e f g h 

Having played g2-g3 , it is hard for White 
to manage without putting the bishop on g2, 
although he occasionally tries to force through 
some other plan. Here are two such examples: 

6.c5 
If White is going to play this move then it 
makes sense to try it immediately, otherwise 
Black will have time for . . .  c6 followed by 
dropping the bishop back to c7. 

6 . . .  i.e7 7.lll c3 0-0 8 .i.g2 

a b c d e f g h 
8 . . . b6! 

Challenging White's pawn chain makes a lot 
of sense. 

9 .b4 a5 1 0 .a3 llle4 1 1 .0-0?! 
l I .lllxe4? is not really an option, as 
l l . . .dxe4 1 2 .lll e5 Wxd4 1 3 .f4 i.b7 leaves 
Black a pawn up. 
l l .e3 f5 gave Black a pleasant version of a 
Stonewall in Murden - Zelovic, corr. 2006. 
I checked the text move to see ifWhite could 
improve his prospects by speeding up his 
development, but Black can create problems 
with: 

6 .lll c3 
This was the move order chosen by Avrukh, 
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although he soon follows up with ig2, 
transposing to one of our main lines. 

6 . . .  0-0 7.ig5 
7.ig2 c6 8 .0-0 converts to variation B l  
below. 
7.Wic2 is well met by 7 . . .  c5 ! ,  as Avrukh 
points out. 

8 .1. •.t� ' �· 
7 ••. :-., , ,%� .• Y.. i , , , , , %� , , , , , %�!---- - %� 6 �� , , , , ,�� ,,, , , , , ;�;� 

: �� !A���� ��:-,'-?- - - - %� ��rn� 3 � ,�: �lZJt� ��ref'-- - - · ';1, � i?' _ _ _ _  ,,;1, 
2 ��fl � �� � - - - -� - - - - %� f;·1J:� :: 

a b c d e f g h 
7 . . .  c6 8 .e4 

8 .ig2 is given by Avrukh; we will come back 
to this position under variation B2 below. 

8 . . .  dxe4 9 .lllxe4 ib4t 1 0 .lll c3 
White has carried out the e2-e4 advance but 
his kingside remains undeveloped. Black can 
highlight this with: 

l l .dxe5 Wffxd l t  1 2 .�xd l lll e4 1 3 .id2 lllxd2 
1 4 .cJixd2 ig4 1 5 .ie2 llld7= 

Black will win back the pawn with a 
comfortable game. 

6 . . .  c6 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
We will analyse A) 7.b3, B) 7.lll c3 and 

C) 7.V!fc2. 

7.0-0 0-0 will transpose to one of the main 
lines below. 

White has also tried: 
7.Wib3 0-0 8 .0-0 lllbd7 9 .ib4!? 

White plays for a favourable bishop trade, 
but the plan is rather slow. 
9 .lll c3 is covered on page 393 - see 9 .Wib3 in 
the notes to variation B 1 .  

9 . . .  ixb4 1 0 .Wffxb4 a5 

a b c d e f g h 
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l l .%Vc3 
Roiz points out that l l .%Vb3 b6 1 2 .ltJc3 .ia6 
1 3 .cxd5 cxd5 also gives Black easy equality. 

l l . . .b6 1 2 .itJbd2 .ib7 1 3 .ltJe5 c5 
Black's light-squared bishop is not so bad 
after all. 

1 4 .ltJxd7 %Vxd7 1 5 .:!'!fd l  1'!fc8= 
Birnboim - Roiz, Beersheba 20 1 4. 

A) 7.b3 ltJe4 

This is one of our main plans, preparing to 
establish a Stonewall structure with . . .  f5 . 

8.0-0 0-0 
Black can also consider delaying castling, 

as in the following game: 8 . . .  ltJd7!? 9 .ltJc3 f5 
1 0 .ltJxe4 fXe4 l 1 .ltJg5 ltJf6 1 2.f3 h6 1 3 .fXe4 
hxg5 1 4 .e5 .ie7 1 5 .exf6 gxf6 1 6 .%Vc2 f5 1 7 .a3 
.if600 S. Ernst - I .  Sokolov, Amsterdam 20 1 3 . 

9.tll c3 
9 . .if4 hf4 1 0 .gxf4 is pretty harmless . 

1 0  . . .  ltJd7 l l .itJbd2 and now l l . . .f5 was equal 
in Askerov - Goganov, St Petersburg 20 1 6, but 
I would be tempted to try: 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 

a b c d e f g h 
l 1 . . .liJc3!?N l l .%Ve l b5 With ideas of . . .  b4 
and . . .  a5 , gaining some space on the queenside 
and keeping .. .f5 in reserve. 

9 . . .  £5 

10 ••• dxe4 1 1 .ltJe5 tLJd7 12 • .ic3 
1 2  . .if4 %Vc7 1 3 .ltJxd7 .ixd7 1 4 .hd6 %Vxd6= 

is fine for Black. His bishop is no worse than 
White's, and he can look to prepare . . .  e5 .  

a b c d e f g h 
12 ••. Y;Yc7 13.tLJxd7 hd7 

The position is pretty level, but the slight 
imbalance in the pawn structure means that 
the game is still interesting. 

14.Y;Yd2 gad8 15.e3 .ie8 16.f3 exf3 17 • .ba 
i.g6 l8.Y;Ye2 
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8 
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5 
4 
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2 
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a b c d e f g h 
18  ••• Wfe7!N 

1 8  . . .  c5 1 9 .l'!adl b6 was the continuation of 
Kulaots - Kryvoruchko, Gjakova 20 1 6, when 
20.d5!1; would have given White an edge. 

The text move prepares to transfer the queen 
to g5 in some situations. Another purpose is 
shown after: 

19.gael e5m 
And White is unable to force the bishop off 

the b8-e5 diagonal with c4-c5 . 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
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2 
1 

B) 7.llic3 

a b c d e f g h 
This is a popular and active approach. 

7 . . .  0-0 

7 . . .  lllbd7 has been the more common 
choice. The two moves can easily transpose 
to one another, but having the knight on d7 
can make it difficult to play . . .  lll e4 in many 
situations, as after lllxe4 dxe4, followed by 
lllg5, Black will not be able to defend the 
e4-pawn, because . . .  f5 is not playable as the 
e6-pawn would not be protected. 

White's two main options are Bl) 8.0-0 and 
B2) 8.i.g5 . 

8 .b3 llle4! shows the advantage of our chosen 
move order; in the event of 9 .lllxe4 (9 .0-0 f5 
gives Black a nice version of the Stonewall set­
up examined later) 9 . . .  dxe4 1 0 .lllg5 f5-+ Black 
is doing well. 

Bl} 8.0-0 

s �at.t.� � ��• 
7 "' , ; •. , , , %�% -,Y.-i 

"� :.Tar ·� 6 �� 
--"
�

"
� : ��!A�� �� �%'"/�- - - - %� �w.-� 3 � fil -�t� ��-�-- - - - :�·0 ��-#- - - -��-� 

2 8 rel � 8 rcl.i,r� 
1 - - - -ef - - - -"•WB:m - - - -

a b c d e f g h 
8 ••• c!libd7 

This is Black's most common continuation. 
Let me remind you that in the similar position 
with the bishop on c l ,  White would obtain an 
easy advantage with the plan of llld2 followed 
by e2-e4, but now he has to come up with 
something else. 

Although Black's last move was the most 
natural developer, it does have the slight 
drawback of making the . . .  lll e4 plan harder 
to carry out, due to the loose e6-pawn as 



392 Part VII - Catalan and other 4th moves 

explained in the note to the previous move. On 
the plus side, the knight controls the important 
. . .  e5-square, enabling Black to counter e2-e4 
with . . .  e5 in some situations. 

Before going any further, I would like to 
mention an interesting alternative: 
8 . . .  dxc4! ? 

I always like to keep a close eye on what 
Kramnik is up to, and the fact that he has 
played this move means it must be okay, 
despite being quite provocative. The idea is 
relatively untested but I will present a few 
lines to serve as a starting point for your own 
research. 

9 .e4 ie7 

8 

7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
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1 0 .a4! 
a b c d e f g h 

Preventing . . .  b5 is surely White's best idea. 
After 1 0 .We2?! b5 White is struggling 
to prove compensation, and Kramnik 
soon took control: 1 1 .:!:l:fd l  ib7 1 2 .ig5 
lll bd7 1 3 .h4 h6 14 .if4 :!:l:e8 1 5 .ih3 b4+ 
Khotenashvili - Kramnik, Doha 20 1 5 . 

1 0  . . .  lll a6 
I also checked: 1 0  . . .  c5 1 l .e5 ( 1  I .d5 ! ?  exd5 
1 2 .exd5 lllxd5 1 3 .lllxd5 Wxd5 1 4 .:!:l:el lll c6 
1 5 .lll e5 Wd6 1 6 .lllxc4 Wd3 1 7.lll a5gg) 
1 1 . . .lll d5 1 2 .dxc5 lll a6 1 3 .We2 lllxc5 
1 4 .Wxc4 a5 Intending . . .  b6 and . . .  ia6. 
1 5 .Wg4 Threatening ih6. 1 5  . .  .f5 1 6 .exf6 
ixf6 1 7.:!:l:ad l id7t This looks playable for 
Black although White can probably claim a 
small edge due to his better structure. 

1 1 .ie3 
1 1 .We2 can be met by 1 1 . . .lllb4 1 2 .Wxc4 
b600 intending . . .  ia6 . 
1 l .if4!? is another option. 

8 � �%.ltJ�-�-
7 � • •  �� • r� i �� ·�·---- -%� 6 �� ��',, , , , , ;� 
: !� f�!� �� 

����-- - - �w��w� 3 ;�: �o.z_rn:..:s� 
2 �--- - - --"""d}Z� "'f'"%�i•:�--- -

a b c d e f g h 
1 1 . . .lll b4 1 2 .llle5 !  

1 2 .We2 lllg4! leads to dynamic play after 
1 3 .if4 e5 14 .dxe5 g5! 1 5 .id2 llld300• 
The text move prevents . . .  lllg4 while 
attacking c4. 

1 2  . . .  b6 1 3 .lllxc4 ia6;!; 
The position is certainly playable for Black, 

but still a touch better for White due to his 
extra space. 

9.e4!? 
White's move order gives him this interesting 

option. Here is a summary of the alternatives : 

9. W c2 is covered later in variation C 1 .  
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9 .Wb3 h6!? prevents the e2-e4 plan from 
the main line, as White no longer has the 
gS-square for his knight. 1 0 .Ei:ad l is a logical 
continuation, and now I like: 

8 .i�.i.� ��· 
7 �·�i)-·v,· J� �� �� �r,/ J�r� 

6 ���w·,��· : �-,���-�� 
3 �I� %•/!iw� y;�·�· · · · · ·�·s Y'�.if · ��.,, 2 8 1£!1; � 8 1£!1; j,, 1£§ . .  %a1•�= · 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  l"lb8!?N With . . .  b5 in mind. ( I O  . . .  We7 
1 1 .l"lfe l  dxc4 1 2 .Wxc4 e5 1 3 .e4 li:Jb6 led to 
more normal play in Tkachiev - I. Sokolov, 
Dubai 20 14) 1 1 . l"lfe l b5 1 2 .cS ic7 1 3 .a3 a500 

9 .b3 ! ?  l"le8 
As mentioned earlier, 9 . . .  li:Je4? is no good 
with the knight on d7 in view of I O .li:Jxe4 
dxe4 1 1 .li:JgS± .  
9 . . .  b6 1 0 .e4 ie7 1 1 .l"lel  ib7 1 2 .eS li:Je8 
1 3 .cxdS cxd5 1 4 .ifU was pleasant for 
White in Harikrishna - Vazquez Igarza, 
Benasque 20 12 .  

1 0 .Wc2 dxc4 I l .bxc4 e 5  1 2 .e3 
Here I found an interesting new idea: 

a b 
1 2  . . .  ic7! ?N 

c d e f g h 

Taking the bishop off the cl-file seems like a 
sensible precaution. A sample continuation 
is: 

1 3 .l"lfd l  exd4 1 4.li:Jxd4 
1 4.exd4 li:Jb6= 

14  . . .  We7 1 5 .li:JfS We600 
Hitting c4, with mutual chances . 

9 . . .  llJxe4! 
This seems like the most accurate solution.  

9 . . .  dxe4 is more common but 1 0 .li:JgS ie7 
I I .if4!N is an annoying improvement, 
preventing Black from freeing his position 
with . . .  e5. If White is allowed to play lUxe4 
unhindered he will have a pleasant edge, so 
the following line appears critical: I l . . .li:Jb6!? 
1 2 .b3 li:Je8 1 3 .li:Jgxe4 g5 ! ?  1 4 .ie3 f5 1 5 .li:JcS 
f4± It's an interesting position, but it feels 
better for White as Black is a little loose. 

10.llJxe4 dxe4 1 1 .llJg5 ie7 12.llJxe4 

8 .i �.ta J�• 
7 � · -�- · �� ·  . , ,  • •  %� �� .,, , ,"� • • • •  ,%� 
6 II� II� 1112 
: 1212 ���IA llD 
3 1112� '12110 �::% ''/ �::% ·� �::% ·ef"" %W'//, 2 8 � � ��w� 
1 ,S{" " "•'f•t= , , , ,  

a b c d e f g h 

12 . . .  f5!?N 
1 2  . . .  eS 1 3 .dS f5 14 .d6 fxe4 1 5 .dxe7 Wxe7 

1 6.ixe4 li:Jf6 1 7 .ig2 if5 1 8 .We2± was a 
touch better for White in Le Quang Liem -
Papaioannou, Khanty-Mansiysk (ol) 20 1 0 . 

The text move keeps the position more double­
edged, for instance: 
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13.�c3 e5 14.dS e4m 
With a complex game. White has some 

chances on the queenside, but Black has gained 
some space in the centre and shut the Catalan 
bishop out of the game for the time being. 

B2) 8.ig5 

White is preparing e2-e4. This is an important 
option, especially considering that it was 
Avrukh's recommendation in Grandmaster 
Repertoire IA - The Catalan. I propose meeting 
it with: 

a b c d e f g h 

8 . . .  b6!? 
This is a new move which is starting to pick 

up in popularity - in fact, it's so new that it 
wasn't even mentioned in Avrukh's book, 
which was published in 20 1 5 . 

9.LfG �xf6 10.0-0 
1 0 .e4 is premature in view of 1 0  . . .  dxe4 

l 1 .lllxe4 ib4t. 

10 . . .  �dS!? 
This move is rare but quite logical , as Black 

removes his queen from a future lllxe4 attack. 
1 O . . .  ic7 is more common but I like the queen 
move more, as Black immediately sets up the 
possibility of .. . f5 followed by . . .  tlid7-f6 with a 
Stonewall set-up. 

White has two main ideas: he can keep the 
centre closed with B21) 1 1 .e3N or strike 
immediately with B22) 1 1 .e4. 

Other moves exist of course, but the 
character of the position is unlikely to differ 
much from the first variation below; it's 
only really the e2-e4 plan that needs to be 
considered separately. 

B21) l l .e3N 

This has been analysed by Max Illingworth, 
and I have referred to some of his suggestions 
below. 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 

1 1  . . .  �d? 
White's last move reveals that he is not 

intending to put a pawn on e4, so we may as 
well postpone . . .  f5 just to keep White guessing. 

A completely different but equally valid 
approach is: 
l l . . . b6!? 

Preparing . . . ia6. White's only way to fight 
for the initiative is to switch plans and open 
the centre, as in the lines below. 

1 2 .cxd5 
Another option is: 1 2 .e4 dxc4 (or 1 2  . . .  ia6!? 
1 3 .exd5 cxd5 1 4 .cxd5 ixfl 1 5 .'Wxfl exd5 
1 6 .tlie5 ixe5 l 7.dxe5 lll c6 1 8 .ixd5 lllxe5=) 
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1 3 .d5 e5 1 4.'We2 cxd5 1 5 .exd5 if5 1 6.'Wxc4 
tlld7 1 7.tll b5 tllf6 1 8 .tllxd6 ( 1 8 .'Wc6?! 
ic5+) 18 . . .  Wxd6 1 9 .Wc6 �ad8 20.Wxd6 
�xd6 2 1 .tllxe5 tllxd5=  Obviously this wasn't 
all forced, but I get the impression that the 
whole line should be about equal . 

1 2  . . .  cxd5 1 3 .e4 dxe4 

8 
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a b c d e f g h 
14 .tll e5 !  ia6 

1 4  . . .  f5 ? 1 5 .tllxe4!± is something to avoid. 
1 5 .ixe4 

1 5 .�e l ? ! f5 1 6 .tllxe4? does not work: 
1 6  . . .  £Xe4 1 7  . .ixe4 .ixe5 1 8 .dxe5 tlld7 
1 9  . .ixa8 'Wxa8 20.Wxd7 Wf3-+ 

1 5  . . .  .ixfl 1 6.Wxfl .ixe5 1 7 .dxe5 tlld7 
1 8 .ixa8 Wxa8= 

12.'We2 
1 2 . tlld2 protects the c4-pawn while preparing 

to meet 1 2  .. . f5 with 1 3 .f4. Illingworth gives 
the brief continuation 1 3  . . .  tll f6 1 4.tllf3 id7 
1 5 .tll e5 .ie8 with chances for both sides, 
which seems reasonable to me. 

12 . . .  £5 
1 2  . . .  dxc4?! 1 3 .tll d2! is good for White. 

13.a3 a5 
1 3  . . .  b6? fails tactically to 14 .cxd5 cxd5 

1 5 .e4! fXe4 1 6 .tllxe4 dxe4 1 7 .Wxe4, attacking 
a8 and e6. 

14.�c2 �e7 

8 � �£ ��/.' ' J-'1! 
7 � i -41l� � 
6 �. r-'1"-·-- - - '-� 
5 �W@.� 'lY.� ·� ,, , , , 
4 J�!n�.�. .,,,, �,, .,,/d'- - - - "w·,,,, '/.w·� 3 �� �� t_fl� ]I';'\ ef� Q;-: ��: %'0>< � i0>< 
2 " - - - - "�vu-- · · · "d�� I � ·��-!� 

a b c d e f g h 
15.�d2 

Max points out that Black should be happy 
to see 1 5 .c5? !  ic7. White already needs to 
play 1 6 .tllh4 Wf7 1 7.f4 to prevent . . . e5 ,  but 
then 1 7  . . .  b6! 1 8 .cxb6 tllxb6? offers good 
counterplay on the queenside, and . . .  g5 may 
become an option at some point. 

15 . . J�bS 16.cx:d5 exd5 17.�e2 g5111 
With balanced play. 

B22) 1 1 .e4 

This is the more forcing option but Black is 
well placed to neutralize White's activity. 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 1  . . .  dxc4 12.�d2 
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\I.II 1 2 .a4N �a6 1 3 .�d2 e5 1 4 .d5 .tc5 1 5 .�xc4 .u. 

a g5 1 6  ..t--h l  r:.. b4 
15.sxdS gxd8 16JUdl gxdlt 17.��dl 

. '>!:I  "t..l = is a line mentioned by �a6 
C!o"'"' 

Illingworth. 

12 . . .  e5 13.�xc4 
1 3 .dxe5N is also looked at by Max As l 

h 1 .  
. usua , 

� e me he gives is accurate, so I will reproduce 
It below: 1 3  . . .  i.xe5 1 4.�xc4 .tc7 ( 1 4  . . .  i.d4!?  
could also be worth considering) 

a b c d e f g h 
This could transpose to the game quoted 

below if White exchanges on d8; alternatively: 
1 5 .e5 ! ?  We? 1 6 .We2 ie6 1 7 .f4 � d7 1 8  �h { 
�ad8 is about equal . 

· 

l 7 . . .  .tg4!?N also looks fine. 

C) 7.�c2 

7 . . .  �bd7 8.0-0 

8 .i.f4 is playable but rather committal 
8 . . .  ixf4 9 .gxf4 0-0 1 0 .�bd2 b6 1 1 .0-0 ( l  Le3 
a5 1 2 .0-0 ia6 1 3 .�fd l  c5 1 4 .dxc5 �xc5 
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1 5 .cxd5 i.d3+ gave Black the more active 
pieces in Bellia - Bove, Milan 20 1 5) 

a b c d e f g h 
1 l . . .i.a6 1 2 .lll e5 c5 1 3 .Wa4 i.b7 1 4 .l"ifd l  
cxd4 1 5 .lllxd? lllxd7 1 6.cxd5 d 3  1 7 .e3 lll c5 
1 8 .Wd4 i.xd5= Gross - Pingitzer, Austria 
2003 . 

8 . . . 0-0 
Now we have a further division between 

Cl) 9.tlic3, C2) 9.i.g5 and C3) 9J�dl .  We 
will analyse these moves after first checking a 
couple of minor possibilities : 

9 .b3 llle4 1 0 .lll c3 f5 1 1 .i.f4 i.xf4 1 2 .gxf4 
b6 1 3 .lll e5 was played by one opening expert 
last year, but Black solved his problems pretty 
convincingly: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . . .  lllxe5 1 4 .fxe5 i.a6 1 5 .l"iad l l"ic8 1 6.f4 
We? l 7.lllxe4 fxe4 l 8 .Wd2 @h8= Ragger -
Mamedyarov, Vienna 20 1 5 . 

An earlier game continued: 9 .i.f4 i.xf4 1 0 .gxf4 
b6 1 1 .lll e5 i.b7 1 2 .lll c3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . . .  lll e8! ?  Heading for d6 is an interesting 
plan, although I 'm not sure if it's best. 
( 1 2  . . .  l"ic8N is a good alternative) 1 3 .Wa4! ?  
lllxe5 1 4 .fxe5 f5 l 5 .f4 lll c7 Black was just 
fractionally worse in Wojtaszek - Fridman, 
Wroclaw 20 1 0 . 

Cl) 9.tlic3 

White tempts us to capture the c4-pawn. We 
may as well cake up the offer, otherwise e2-e4 
is likely to lead to an edge for White. 

1 0 .e4 gets nowhere after 1 0  . . .  e5 1 1 .dxe5 lllxe5 
1 2 .lllxe5 i.xe5 ,  for instance: 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .f4 i.d4t 1 4 .'itih l tt:lg4t Gritsenko -
Zvjaginsev, Vladivostok 20 1 4. 

1 0 .E:ad l has scored well, but Black has 
no particular problems after 1 0  . . .  Wc7, for 
instance: 

8 .i �..t � �E1• 
7 � ·�'� .,Y,� ' 
6 %.-.r�T• - %� 
5 �� , , , , .�� /, , , ,� 4 �.,��-�� 
3 �

�� - %-�� �w� . :� "'  ��-;;f,, .�w� 2 8 ef�W� 8 ef�ilefl5 
• • •  %� ·:•:m· · 

a b c d e f g h 
1 I .tllg5! ?N ( 1  I .e4 e5 gave Black easy equality 
in Boruchovsky - Slavin, Jerusalem 20 1 5) 
1 1 . . .h6 1 2 .tt:lge4 i.e7 1 3 .i.f4 e5 1 4 .dxe5 
tt:lxe5= Black can break the pin with . . .  tt:lh5  
whenever he  needs to. 

1 0 .E:fd l We7 
Notice how we put the queen on c7 in the 
note above and e7 in the present line. In each 
case, the queen avoids moving to the file chat 
the second white rook might move to. 

l I .i.g5 h6 1 2 .i.xf6 tt:lxf6 
This position has been reached in a few 
games via different move orders . 

a b c d e f g h 
1 3 .tll d2 

1 3 .tll e5? !  i.xe5 1 4 .dxe5 tt:ld7 1 5 .f4 f6 
1 6 .exf6 tt:lxf6 favoured Black in Hammer -
Gavrilov, Stockholm 20 1 0 . 

1 3  . . .  c5 
1 3  . . .  e5 ! ?  1 4 .d5 i.c5 !?N is an intriguing 
alternative, threatening . . .  i.xf2t ! .  (The last 
move improves on 1 4  . . .  cxd5 l 5 .tt:lxd5 lllxd5 
1 6 .i.xd5 c3 1 7.Wxc3 when White was 
slightly better in Lputian - Arencibia, Biel 
1 993. )  

1 4.tt:lxc4 cxd4 1 5 .tt:lxd6 
1 5 .tll b5 ! ?N could be considered, though 
l 5 . . .  i.c5 gives White no more than a tiny 
edge, if chat. 

1 5  . . .  Wxd6 

8 .i �..t � �E1• 
'% �� "":��f . "'�.r% 

7 -�� �(:" ''��l!��-� 6 ����,-�!,· 
: �.���-�-
3 �� - -%� �, �. ;, . . � . . Ji � 
2 8 �W· 8 �il� S{ -%� l• %m · ·  

a b c d e f g h 
1 6 .tll b5 Wb6 1 7 .tt:lxd4 e5 1 8 .tt:l b3 i.g4 
1 9 .Wc5 i.xe2 20.E:e l i.a6 2 1 .Wxe5 E:ac8 

Black had good play in Cordova - Onischuk, 
Puebla 20 1 3 .  
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1 1  . . .  ie7 12.�xf6t �xf6 13.if4 b5!? 
1 3  . . .  tlid5 ! ?N00 is an interesting alternative, 

giving back the c4-pawn without a fight in 
return for exchanging on f4 . 

8 1.mJJ i ��•� 
7 � �-,, . , , % __ ,y,_ 
6 

, . , , , %� ·%� ··"··- - -%-
5 !�

�
�

,
, � ·· · · ·  �� ��-0 �w0 �-%� 4 - • r� � � 

3 � � , , , , , %� ltS� �wr �� 
�mfi" '0 " 2 �J�!�- 8 ��-��� 

1 � .  � .: =  
a b c d e f g h 

14.tlieS ib7 
Black has returned the extra pawn in a way 

that gives him easy development and good 
play on the light squares . 

15.�xc6 YlYeS 16.�xe7t YlYxe7 17.e4 gac8 
ISJUel gfd8= 

Grigoryan - Moiseenko, Legnica 20 1 3 .  
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C2) 9 • .igS 

a b c d e f g h 
We have already dealt with some lines where 

White trades this bishop for the knight on f6. 
Here there are some slight differences: Black 
will recapture with the knight rather than the 
queen, avoiding the loss of time that comes 
with returning the queen to d8 . On the other 
hand, White can develop his queen's knight to 
d2 rather than c3 , so that the c4-pawn will not 
be hanging. 

9 ... h6 10.hf<i tlixf6 I I .tlibd2 
Play for e2-e4 is the obvious plan and the 

only one likely to threaten Black, so I will not 
spend time looking at anything else. 

1 1  ... b6 12.e4 ie7 13.eS 
White has tried a bunch of other moves, but 

I will focus on the critical one. 

13 . . .  �d7 14.cxd5 cxd5 
A similar position is often reached in one 

of the main lines of the Closed Catalan . 
The main difference is that White's dark­
squared bishop had been traded for a black 
knight, which should favour Black in the 
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medium-to-long term. Of course, the absence 
of the bishop on cl means that White can 
quickly occupy the c-file, so it is important to 
make sure White can't cause us any immediate 
pain on the queenside. 

15 J�fcl 
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a b c d e f g h 

15  . . .  �bS! 
If followed up correctly, this move enables 

Black to solve all his problems and perhaps 
even fight for the advantage. 

16 . .ifl 
1 6.�c7 is mentioned by Illingworth, whose 

analysis continues: 1 6  . . .  �eS 1 7 .a3 id7 l S .ifl 
(if the queen retreats, Black can play . . .  a5 with 
somewhat better chances) 
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2 

a b c d e f g h 
1 S  . . .  lli c6 1 9 .ia6 ids 20 .�d6 ie7 2 1 .�c7 

Black can choose between forcing a draw with 
2 1 . . .idS= and keeping the game going with 
2 1 . . .i'!bS!?  22 .llib3 ids 23 .�d6 f6 24.exf6 
ixf600• 

16 ... i.d? 17.a3 �c6 
Predojevic called this posmon equal and 

Illingworth expanded upon that analysis. 
Some practical testing has also occurred, and it 
all points to the conclusion that Black is doing 
well. 

a b c d e f g h 

18.b4 
1 S .ia6 is well met by l S  . . .  i'!bS intending 

. . .  b5 .  

A recent game continued: 1 S .�d3 a5  1 9 .�e3 
(l 9 .ie2N b5 20.id l a4 2 1 .ic2 g6 22.h4 h5+ 
is a similar story} l 9 . . .  a4 20 .id3 llia5 2 1 .h4 
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This was Zubritskiy - Goganov, St 
Petersburg 20 1 6, when 2 1 . . .b5 !N followed by 
. . .  tll c4 would have given Black slightly better 
chances . Black's strategic plan in such positions 
should be to advance the queenside pawns and 
avoid worrying too much about the kingside, 
as White is unlikely to muster a serious attack. 
The lack of a dark-squared bishop is a serious 
handicap in this regard. 

18  . . .  a6! 
1 8  . . .  a5 1 9 .b5 tlla7 20 .%%2 was playable 

though perhaps slightly worse for Black in 
Istratescu - Nevednichy, Alba Iulia 20 1 6. I 
would prefer to avoid blocking the queenside. 

a b c d e f g h 

19.tllb3!?N 
1 9 .Wb2 Wb8 20.E:c3 E:c8 2 1 .E:ac l Wb7 

22 .h4 tll a7 gave Black no problems in Paunovic 
- Kobo, Elgoibar 20 1 5 . 

The text move looks like a reasonable attempt 
to improve, but Black has a nice resource: 

19 .•• tlla7! 20.ixa6 tllb5 21 ..ixbS hb5! 
Black has excellent compensation for the 

pawn, with two bishops and targets on the 
queenside - and potentially the kingside too, 
if the position ever opens up. 

C3) 9.gdl 

8 .i � .... � j, ��· 
7 �·-i)� -·Y,- · , , , , , %� �W.'0 �%'"//,!'""%� 6 -·�· - � � , , , , ,Y,� ',, , , , , ;� 
: -.,�·-·· •u� 'u •-mr 3 �w-0 ��-0 ��J�w-� 2 � 1�v� � 1��1� 
1 ��•1m--- - %m-- - -

a b c d e f g h 

Another typical Catalan move, avoiding 
anything committal while developing the rook 
in anticipation of a future . . .  c5 or . . .  e5 break. 

9 • • .  c!lle4 
Preparing our Stonewall set-up. This is very 

much the kind of position where positional 
understanding and knowledge of plans 
is more important than memorization of 
concrete variations. I have focused on three 
moves, C31) 10.icl , C32) 10.J.e3!?N and 
C33) 10.J.el ,  to show how to choose an 
appropriate plan against whichever set-up 
White may adopt. 

1 0 .tll c3 has been a popular choice but it 
gives Black the interesting extra option of 
10 . . .  tllxd2! ?  1 1 .tllxd2 f5 1 2 .e3 tll f6, as in 
Denishev - Madakov, St Petersburg 20 1 4. 
Obviously 1 0  . . .  f5 is perfectly fine too, when 
White usually follows up with some bishop 
move in any case. 

C31) 10.i.cl 

This looks a little odd, but there are some 
other variations of the Catalan where it is quite 
normal for the bishop to retreat to c 1 and then 
go to b2. 
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10 ... �e7 l l .t£!c3 f5 12.b3 b6 
The queenside fianchetto is one of the main 

ways in which Black may solve the problem 
of the light-squared bishop. 

13.cxd5 exd5 
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a b c d e f g h 
14.e3?! 

Surprisingly, this natural move is a mistake. 

1 4  . .if4N would have maintained the 
equilibrium, but it is hard to make such a 
move when the bishop moved from d2 to c l  
such a short time ago. 

14 . . .  .ib? 15  . .ib2 gac8 16.�d3 t£idf6 
17.t£le2 

17 . . .  t£lg4! 18JU1 c5i 
Black succeeded in taking over the initiative 

in lnarkiev - Gelfand, Sochi 20 1 4. 

C32) l0.i.e3!?N 

8 1.m.t� ��• 
7 ,,� i)� .,v,_ , 
6 ".r.r. "� �� - - - - -Y.� �� : ��,�1��� ��7: . . . . �m.·0 ��-� 
3 � a mtiJr� 
2 8�1-1rd�� 
1 �ltS� r�--- - %�-1- - - -

a b c d e f g h 

Max Illingworth states that he really likes 
this novelty of Predojevic. The idea is that 
White won't be able to play e2-e4 anyway 
against the Stonewall set-up, so blocking the 
e-pawn isn't a big deal - and in the meantime, 
White's bishop has moved to a square where it 
avoids obstructing any of the other pieces. 

10 ... 5 l l .l£ic3 
Max also analyses : 

1 1 .lll bd2 'r!Ne7 1 2 .:gac l  b6 1 3 .c5 ? !  
This isn't the best move, but it's important to 
check this kind of forcing move to see where 
it leads. 

1 3  . . .  bxc5 1 4 .lt:\xe4 fxe4 1 5 .dxc5 .ic7 1 6 .lt:\d4 
It looks as though Black has a problem 
with the c6-pawn, so you can see why a 
White player might be tempted to try this . 
Fortunately, we have a convincing reply: 

1 6  . . .  lt:lf6!  1 7 .lllxc6 'r!Ne8 1 8 .lt:ld4 lt:l g4+ 
Max evaluates Black's counterplay as 
extremely promising. I agree with the 
assessment, but would like to dig a little 
deeper to show some of the resources 
available to both sides. 
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1 9 .E!:fl 
Now Black must make an important 
decision. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 9  . . .  'Wh5 ! ?  

This may be  the best way forward. 
My first thought was that 1 9  . . .  i.xg3 
looked good, as 20.hxg3??  'Wh5 wins 
trivially. Unfortunately, 20.fxg3! does not 
work out so well for Black. My main line 
continues 20 . . .  E!:xfl t 2 1 .i.xfl 'Wh5 22.h4 
'We5 ! ?  (22 . . .  tllxe3? !  23 .'Wc3±) 23 .i.f2 lllxf2 
24.g;,xf2 e3t 25 .@g2 'Wxd4;!; when the 
position remains messy but the computer 
favours White. 
1 9  . . .  e5-+ could be a good alternative to the 
main line. 

20.h3 lllxe3 2 1 .fxe3 E!:d8-+ 
Black has more than enough play for the 

sacrificed pawn. 

1 1 . . .  Wi°e7 12J�acl 
Predojevic evaluates the position as slightly 

better for White, but Illingworth continues 
analysing further. I will focus on what I believe 
to be the most promising path for Black. 

12 . . .  h6! 
Preparing . . .  g5 seems like the right way 

to counter the bishop on e3, as White will 
constantly have to be on the lookout for .. .f4 
ideas . 

13.l£iel 
1 3 .a3 g5 1 4 .tllxe4 dxe4 1 5 .tll d2 tll f6 1 6 .c5 

ic7 1 7.tll c4 tll d5-+ is a line given by Max, 
which looks promising for Black. 

1 3 .E!:fl ! ?  is a funny computer move, intending 
to meet 1 3  . . .  g5 with 1 4 .h4. I think Black 
should continue with: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  'Wg7! ?  1 5 .hxg5 lll xg5? The slight 
weakening of Black's pawn structure is 
balanced out by the opening of the kingside 
files . 

a b c d e f g h 
13 . . .  g5 14.f3 

Another interesting line is: 14 .tllxe4 dxe4 
1 5 .f3 tll f6! 1 6.fxe4 tllg4 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 7  . .id2 fxe4 1 8 .c5 .ic7 1 9  . .ixe4 lll f2 20.lll f3 ! 
lllxd l 2 1 .Eixd l .id700 White has decent 
positional compensation for the exchange, but 
I don't believe Black is worse. 

14 . . .  tllxc3 15.flYxc3 b6 16 . .ifl .la6 17.b3 
White's position is harmonious, although 

his Catalan bishop does not look too happy. In 
any case, we have reached a point where Black 
can take concrete action to solve his problems: 

a b c d e f g h 

17 . . .  i.b4 18.flYal dxc4! 19.bxc4 c5 
It is worth remembering that "Stonewall" is 

just a name; in variations such as the present 
one, Black's pawn formation actually proves to 
be highly flexible and dynamic! 

20.f4 gads 21 .tlld3 i.a3 22.gc3 cxd4 
23.i.xd4 i.c5= 

Black is fine. 
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C33) 10 . .iel 

a b c d e f g h 

With the rook already on d l ,  this is arguably 
the most natural place to put the bishop. 

10 . . .  £5 1 1 .tllc3 
This position has occurred a few times via 

different move orders . White has tried two 
other knight moves: 

l l .lll bd2 occurred in A. Schneider - Utasi ,  
Hungary 1 984, when 1 1 . . .Wi'e?N would have 
been natural and good. 

l 1 .lll fd2 was played in D. Nguyen -
I. Sokolov, Jakarta 20 1 2; once again, 
1 1 . . .Wi'e?N seems a good choice. A possible 
continuation is 1 2 .f3 (presumably this was 
White's idea) 1 2  . . .  lllxd2 1 3 .lllxd2,  and now 
1 3  . .  . f4 ! ?  is an active choice which would give 
White plenty to think about, although the 
simple 1 3  . . .  lll f6 also looks fine. 

1 1  . . .  YlYe7 12.e3 
Another game continued: 1 2 .Eiac l gb8!?  I 

like this idea, preparing to gain space on the 
queenside with . . .  b5 .  1 3 .a4 b6 1 4 .b3 Now in 
Bjerke - Kjolberg, Fagernes 20 1 6, the simplest 
choice would have been: 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 4  . . .  aS!N+ Ruling out any prospect of a 
queenside initiative by White. Black will 
develop his bishop to b7 or possibly a6, 
followed by seizing the initiative on the 
kingside with . . .  g5.  

a b c d e f g h 
12 . . .  g5!? 

1 2  . . .  b6= is a good move here too. However, 
it's good to know that Black's position is 
robust enough to justify a more adventurous 
approach as well. 

13.�abl  g4 14.tlid2 
In Tunik - Demianj uk, Moscow 20 1 6, a 

good continuation would have been: 

a b c d e f g h 
14 . . .  tlig5!N? 

Eyeing up the light squares on the kingside. 
Black has the makings of a strong initiative 
there, with ideas such as . . .  h5-h4 and 
. . .  lll f6-e4 in the air. 

Conclusion 

Meeting 5 .id2 with 5 . . .  id6 is a modern and 
quite attractive idea, which presents White 
with more challenges than moving the bishop 
to d6 directly. After the normal 6 .ig2 c6, 
7 .lll c3 0-0 8 .ig5 is one of White's main tries, 
but the recent invention of 8 . . .  h6!? 9 .ixf6 
1M'xf6 1 0 .0-0 Wd8 seems fully respectable. 
The other main direction is 7.1M'c2 lll bd7 
8 .0-0 0-0, when White has tried a number of 
different moves. I like the flexibility of Black's 
set-up: depending on what White does, we 
may get to play for long-term chances with the 
two bishops, or we might grab the c4-pawn 
and strike in the centre with . . .  e5 .  And finally, 
the Stonewall set-up with . . .  lll e4 and . .  . f5 
seems quite appealing as well .  
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 
In this chapter we will look a t  the two 

immediate bishop developments: A) 4.if4 
and B) 4.ig5. The latter is more common by 
a margin of roughly 30 to 1 .  

A) 4.if4 

A rare move, partly because its intent is too 
vague, and it commits the bishop before 
Black's central plan is clear. The bishop on f4 
also does not have the same venom as when it 
is on g5,  pinning the f6-knight and helping to 
prepare an e4-advance. 

4 ••• dxc4 
This is probably the simplest solution; f4 is 

a fine square for White's bishop in a Queen's 
Gambit Declined, so we have no intention of 
playing that. But for good reason there are no 
if4 main lines against the Queen's Gambit 
Accepted. The bishop is out of place on f4 and 
it can be hit by a later . . .  tll d5 .  

Instead 4 . . .  ib4t i s  also possible, but  I like the 
directness of the text move. 
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a b c d e f g h 
Now the two main attempts to regain the 

(6.e3 tlld5!  transposes to variation A2) offers 
Black a good chance to be greedy: 

8 ,i �j_�· � �.I 
1 ffi 'E' -%� i��i 
6 %� -%�r�r %� �� ��//, , ,� 5 ��-7 �)?!'/ �� / �� 4 · · f� � � 
3 - - - - -�m - - - %� ltS� 
2 !�i!�!�!� st, , %� ��.f� -� 

a b c d e f g h 
6 . . .  a6!?N 7.e3 (7.e4?!  b5 8 .ie2 ibT+ leaves 
White in an awkward position as he doesn't 
really want to play e4-e5 allowing . . .  tll d5 ;  
7 .0-0-0? b5--+;  7.a3 ixc3t 8 .bxc3 b5 9 .e3 
ib7+) 7 . . .  b5 8 .ie2 ib7+ Black looks 
comfortable. 

Al) 5.l;Va4t 

'SI �E A mzi•rf� �iai't s a mr i �m�mm �a 
7 .,,;.,, , ,%� ,,�--, 
6 ' "• "•'�f '� 
5 �� ��//, , , , , ;� 4 1.fD�.�� 

� � - � 3 ��n}��-���r� 2 b W� m b W� b W!J 
1 �lf)-�=�-� 

a b c d e f g h 
5 .. . �bd7 

There are various sensible ways to block 
the check, but the text move feels most 
harmonious; the c8-bishop is destined for b7. 

pawn are Al) 5.l;Va4t and A2) 5.e3. 6.l;Vxc4 c5 
With . . .  a6 and . . .  b5 to come, which ensures 

Instead the indirect 5 .tll c3 ib4 6.°1Wc2 Black gets a good flowing opening. 
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7.tlic3 
Of course White could try many moves, but 

let's just check the direct option.  Instead 7 .e3 
a6 with . . .  b5 to come, places no pressure at all 
on Black. 

7 . . .  a6 

8 
7 

6 
5 
4 
3 
2 

1 

8.dxc5 

a b c d e f g h 

This is White's best, but it's hardly inspiring. 

8 .e4? is too loose: 8 . . .  b5 9 .Wld3 (even worse 
is 9 .Wlb3? cxd4 1 0 .lt'lxd4 e5-+) 9 . . .  ib7 And 
with the threats of . . .  b4 and . . .  c4 in the air, 
White can't hold his centre. For example: 
1 0 .d5 c4 l 1 .Wlc2 ib4+ 

8 .a4? stops nothing at all: 8 . . .  b5 !  9 .Wld3 
(9.axb5? ?  axb5-+ is the point when both 
the queen and a l -rook are hanging) 9 . . .  cxd4 
1 0 .Wlxd4 ic5+ Hoang - P. Smirnov, Ho Chi 
Minh City 20 1 6 . 

8 . . .  hc5 9.b4 
White could play solidly with 9.e3,  but 

Black is totally comfortable after castling and 
. . .  b5 .  

9 . • .  b5 10.Wlb3 i.e7= 
In Bertok - Kliska, Zagreb 1 998 ,  Black was 

at least equal. 

A2) 5.e3 i.b4t 

We could certainly consider 5 . . .  b5 ,  but let's 
play our traditional check. 

6.tlic3 
Even worse looks 6 .lt'l bd2?!  b5+ with . . .  ib7 

to come. 

6 .. . tlid5! 
Exploiting the awkwardly-placed f4 bishop. 

Once again 6 . . .  b5 is also reasonable: 7.Wlc2 
ib7 8 .ie2 lt'l bd7 9 .0-0 a600 Cantrell -
Koepcke, Saint Paul 2000. 

7.'i;Yd2 tli:xf4 8.e:xf4 b5 9.a4 c6 
Black is a pawn up and has the bishop pair. 

Where is White's compensation? Maybe he 
can dream of targeting the c6-pawn, but I 
don't believe it works . 
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10.g3 

a b c d e f g h 

The fianchetto at least puts the bishop on a 
sensible square. 

Instead 1 0 .lt'le5? !  f6 1 l .lt'l f3  wastes two moves 
provoking a pawn move which does Black 
no great harm. For example, 1 1 . . .lt'ld? 1 2 .g3 
lt'lb6 1 3 .ih3 lt'lxa4 1 4 .0-0 0-0-+ was already 
winning for Black, with his two extra pawns, in 
Lubczynski - Aleksandrov, Warsaw 2004. 
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10 ... ib7 1 1 .ig2 c!lld7 12.0-0 0-0 13.�e3 
Y;ib6i 

White is struggling to prove that he has full 
compensation for the pawn. 

B) 4.ig5 

Sometimes White tries to mix things up 
by changing the move order around to give 
himself extra options . Of course he will only 
be able to do this if he plays ig5 systems 
against other Black options such as the Queen's 
Gambit Declined with . . .  ie7. 

4 ... ib4t 
Of course we play our bishop move. 

5.�bd2 
This is the only real independent try of note. 

5 .llic3 is White's most common choice, 
transposing to the 5 .ig5 Ragozin - see Part II 
on page 79.  

5 .id2? !  
White loses a move and doesn't get a lot in 
return. 

5 . . .  ie7 
Yes, both bishops have moved twice, but ours 
is on a sensible square while White's is just in 
the way on d2 . Black can already claim solid 

equality, as the following examples illustrate: 
6 .llic3 

6 .e3 0-0 7 .llic3 dxc4 8 .ixc4 a6 9 .a4 c5 
1 0 .0-0 b6 l 1 .Wi'e2 ib7= In Epishin -
Drozdovskij , Ourense 2009, Black had a 
comfortable QGA-style position. 

6 . . .  0-0 7.Wfc2 c5 ! ?  
Safe and solid is: 7 . . .  dxc4 8 .e3 c5 9 .dxc5 
lli a6 I O .ixc4 llixc5 1 1 . 0-0 b6= Dao Thien 
Hao - Le Quang Liem, Ho Chi Minh City 
2009. 

8 .dxc5 d4 
A fun attempt to liven up the game. 

9 .llie4 llixe4 1 0 .Wfxe4 tlic6 l 1 .b4 
Otherwise we play . . .  ixc5 .  

l l . . .f5 
Black has good compensation with h i s  big 

centre. 

5 ... dxc4 
Now the options to consider are: 

Bl) 6.�a4t?! ,  B2) 6.e3, B3) 6.a3 and 
B4) 6.�c2. 

Bl)  6.�a4t?! c!llc6 

7.e3 
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Or 7 .a3? !  ixd2t 8 .ixd2 Wf d5!+ with . . .  b5 
on the cards. So 9 .Wfc2 intending to meet 
. . .  b5 with a4. 9 . . .  lDxd4 (9 . . .  a5 ! ?N could come 
in handy later in controlling the b4-square: 
1 0 .e3 b5 l l .a4 lD b4 1 2 .Wfc l c6 1 3 .ie2 0-0+) 
1 0 .lDxd4 Wfxd4 l l .e3 Wf e4+ White of course 
gets the c4-pawn, but that still leaves him 
struggling to prove sufficient compensation for 
the remaining pawn deficit. 

7 . . .  '\Wd5 
I prefer the centralizing text move, which 

threatens to win a piece with . . .  kxd2t,  but 
also fun is: 7 . . .  id7!?  For example: 8 .Wfc2 
b5 9 .a3 ixd2t 1 0 .lDxd2 e5 l l .dxe5 lDxe500 
Dubov - Madakov, Jerusalem 20 1 5 . 

8.Lf6 gxf6 9.'IW c2 
The c4-pawn is still safe: 9.ixc4??  Wfxc4 

9 . . .  b5 10.a4 

� ,�,�a! • •  
6 . . . . . 7,.6)_ l_ �� %� �� -- - - - -� 
5 �A�x���� 4 8•Ar� m � 
3 

. . . . . �� -- - - - %��� 
��n� �c,J-- - - ��r� ��r� 2 lt�°if-� ef� 8 ef� 

1 d . . . . ?, .. . . . . ;=�-:t 
a b c d e f g h 

10 . . .  tilaS!N 
1 0  . . .  ia6 has been seen, but then when 

White plays axb5 Black must reply . . .  ixb5 at 
once, as the bishop is hanging. We do want 
our bishop available to take on b5 ,  but d7 is a 
better route, as we shall see below. 

1 1 .axb5 i.d7i 
Now we can see the point: since our bishop 

is not en prise, we are threatening the nasty 
. . .  lDb3,  exploiting the pin. In the . . .  ia6xb5 
line, White would be in time to castle before 
this threat became real . 

B2) 6.e3 

6 .. . b5 7.a4 
After 7.a3 ixd2t then 8 .lDxd2 is the critical 

recapture - using the knight to help break up 
Black's queenside pawns (8 .Wfxd2?! a6 9 .ie2 
kb7+ is comfortable for Black) . So far this is 
Goncalves - Kropff, Floriano polis 20 1 6, and 
now I suggest: 
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8 . . .  ib7N 9 .b3 cS! 1 0 .bxc4 cxd4 l 1 .exd4 bxc4 
1 2 .l"!:b l idS 1 3 .Wi'a4t tlic6 1 4 .ixc4 0-0= 
This looks like easy equality. 

7.ie2 .ib7 8 .0-0 tlibd7 9 .b3 c3 1 0 .tlibl  was 
Wempe - V. Georgiev, Wijk aan Zee 200S .  

a b c d e f g h 
1 0  . . .  h6N l l .ixf6 Wi'xf6 1 2 .a3 id6 1 3 .tlixc3 
( 1 3 .ixbS is probably going to end in a 
perpetual check after: 1 3  . . .  c2 1 4.Wi'xc2 ixf3 
1 S .ixd7t <iixd7 1 6 .gxf3 Wi'gSt 1 7 .<iih l  Wi'hS 
1 8 .f4 Wi'f3t=) 13 . . .  a6= White has a better 
pawn structure but Black has the two bishops; 
the chances look equal . 

7 .. . c6 

8 .ie2 tlibd7 9 .0-0 0-0 1 0 .b3 c3 l 1 .tlie4 ib7 

a b c d e f g h 
Now 1 2 .Wi'd3N would have been more 

testing (instead 1 2 .tlixf6t? !  lllxf6 1 3 .axbS 
cxbS 14 . .ixbS Wi'b6 1 S .ic4 tlie4+ and Black 
stood better in Taboas Rodriguez - Aranda 
Marin, Madrid 20 1 6) .  After the text move, 
Black is still fine after either 1 2  . . .  bxa4 1 3 .l"!:xa4 
aS00 or 1 2  . . .  cS 1 3 .tlixf6t lllxf6 1 4.axbS Wi'dS 
l S .ixf6 gxf6=. 

8 . . .  ib7 9.ie2 �bd7 10.0-0 0-0 
If White doesn't try to break up Black's 

queenside then Black can continue to improve 
with moves such as . . .  h6, . . .  aS , . . .  l"!:c8 or 
sometimes simply . . .  cS . So the emphasis 
is on White to act quickly to try to retain 
compensation for the pawn. 
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The obvious alternative was: 
1 3 .ixf6 

Sumets analysed this position. I have selected 
the lines he believes are best for Black and 
included them: 

1 3  . . .  llJxf6 1 4.llJxc3 c5 ! ?  
Or 14 . . .  a6! ?  1 5 .llJe5 l:ks 1 6.if3 ( 1 6 .llJd3? !  
c5) 16 . . .  Wfe7 1 7.llJe4 c5 1 8 .llJxf6t gxf6 
1 9 .llJg6 fxg6 20.Wi'xg6t= with perpetual 
check. 

1 5 .llJxb5 cxd4 

a b c d e f g h 
1 6 .llJbxd4 

Similar is: 1 6 .llJfxd4 :Sc8 1 7.ic4 Wi'a5� 
16 . . .  :Sc8 1 7.i.c4 ie4 1 8 .Wf e2 llJd5� 

Black has good compensation for the pawn. 

Nakamura - Morozevich, Moscow 20 1 3 . 
The text was suggested by Sumers, and his 

analysis runs: 

15  . .ig3 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 

2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

1 5  . . .  bxa4 
Or 1 5  . . .  a6! ?00 and the game goes on. 

16.gxa4 aS 17.tlleS lllxeS 18  . .beS V!fe7 
19.f4 f6 20.gxb4 axb4 21 .i.d6 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 

2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

21 .  . .  V!fxd6 
2 1 . . .Wi'g700 avoids the perpetual , but it leads 

to a messy position which could be dangerous 
for either side! 

22.V!fg6t= 
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B3) 6.a3 

8 .l. a1.i.J �- � � ·V'"""�f�,- - - -%� ��.ref'""  

: ��-ll'�� �� ��',,, , , , , ;�·0 5 ��.��·��u� 4 � · f� - � 
3 �----·�� , , , , . %� �� 

, , , ,j�·0 �%'"//, �� ��·0 
2 f� � 8 f� 8 f� 
1 ""ef"" ·�ii=��� 

a b c d e f g h 

6 . . .  ixd2t 7.Wxd2 
We should also consider the other recapture: 

7.ixd2 
And now I suggest: 

7 . . .  Wffd5 !  
The other line i s :  7 . . .  b5  8 .e3 c6? !  I never 
like playing this move unless I have to, as 
it closes the diagonal for the bishop, which 
will likely end up on b7. 9 .a4 lll bd7? Just 
ignoring White's plan is unwise. 1 0.axb5 
cxb5 1 1 .b3;!; Black's queenside was falling 
apart in Hebden - Smerdon, Liverpool 
2007. 

a b c d e f g h 
The queen sits nicely here; it cannot be 
attacked and supports both the c4-pawn and 
the rook on a8, which is useful against any 
future a4xb5 .  

8 .e3 lllbd7 9Jk l  
Or 9 .Wff c2 b 5  1 0.a4 a6+ with . . .  ib7 next. 
9 .a4 a6 has been seen, when Black is ready to 
play . . .  b5 when required. This may be one of 
White's better options at this point, but he is 
trying to level the game rather than pressing 
for an advantage, in my opinion. 

9 . . .  b5 1 0.b3 cxb3 1 l .1'%xc7 i.b7 1 2 .1'%c3 lll e4+ 

7 .. . c6 8.g3 
White had a familiar choice between 

fianchettoing to prepare castling or immediate 
queenside play: 

8 .a4 lllbd7 9 .Wb4 
After 9 .e3 Tsesarsky's analysis runs 
9 . . .  b5 1 0 .b3 cxb3 1 l .axb5 ,  but now I like: 
1 1  . . .  cxb5 ! ?  This seems stronger than the 
move suggested by Tsesarsky ( 1 1  . . .  i.b 7 
1 2 .Wffb4? was Tsesarsky) . 1 2 .i.xb5 Wb6 
1 3 .1'%a5 Otherwise Black can progress with 
. . .  a5 and . . .  a4 . 1 3  . . .  0-0+ White has some 
problems to overcome to regain his material. 

a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  h6 

9 . . .  'Wb6!?N 1 0 .'Wa3 c500 is a messier option, 
but the text move looks very reliable. 

1 0 .i.xf6 'Wxf6 1 l .e3 a5 1 2 .'Wxc4 0-0 1 3 .i.e2 
e5 14 .0-0 exd4 1 5 .'Wxd4 'We7= 

In Torre - Ivanchuk, Istanbul (ol) 2000, 
Black was comfortably level. 
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8 .i. __ iJ �- � �.i 
7 if•,;-,,

, , ,%� ·--· 
6 "� :� '• "� 

�� ��,, �:r 
5 �� ,����� 4 '0 �� """'"-' �' '0 3 -��/0 ��., _,, _m£4J��l0 2 �� � A � if� iO" ��� 0 iO" iO 
1 �--- - %.,, , , ,'l.=jf� : 

a b c d e f g h 
8 . . .  � bd7 9.i.g2 b5 10.0-0 i.h7 

Only one game has reached this position ,  
so we could stop here, calling it unclear but 
roughly balanced. But let's see a few more 
moves, for illustration and fun. 

1 1 .b3 
Also logical is 1 1 .a4 0-0 1 2 .lll e5 Wf c8 

1 3 .�fc l . White is going all-out to break 
up the queenside (instead 1 3 .e4 a6 1 4 . f4 
transposes to lpatov - Brkic, Gjakova 20 1 6, 
which is wholly unclear; Black's extra pawn 
is secure, but White's centre is imposing) . 
After the text move one possibility is : 
1 3  . . .  a6 1 4 .b3 c5 1 5  . .ixf6 lllxf6 1 6  . .ixb7 
Wfxb7 1 7.bxc4 lll e4= The queenside is likely 
to be liquidated. But note this is j ust a sample 
line; many alternatives were possible along 
the way. 

1 1  • • •  cxb3 12.Wfb4 h6 13.i.xf6 Wfxf6 14.lll d2 
a5 

White was struggling to rustle up enough 
compensation for the pawn in Hebden -
Schenk, Birmingham 2005 .  

B4) 6.Wfc2 

8 .i. •.t� �-
� 

�-
7 lfl"E'-- - -7.� i ---· 
6 "� '�'• "� 

�� ��'' 'wi� 
5 ��-0 ��p ��u" 
4 � • w� m � ,, , , ,Y,� , , , , , %� �� 3 ��l� ��'0//'l. ��-� ��l� 2 8 if�ifID 8 if� 8 if8 
1 d--- - �w-- - - - ;mt�7:� 

a b c d e f g h 
6 . . .  b5 7.a4 c6 

We refuse to make it easy for White to regain 
the pawn. Now White's two main options are 
B41)  8.g3 or B42) 8.i.xf6. 

8 .e4?! h6 causes White to give up the 
bishop pair for no gain after 9 . .ixf6 Wfxf6. 
For example: 10 . .ie2 0-0 1 1 .0-0 llld7 1 2 .b3 
c3 1 3 .e5 Wfe7 14 .lll e4 bxa4 1 5 .�xa4 a5+ 
Sandipan - Morozevich, Dresden (ol) 2008 . 

B41) 8.g3 .ib7 9 . .ig2 �bd7 
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1 0 .tlie5 '&c8 1 1 .0-0 0-0 1 2 .b3 cries for 
instant queenside play, but Black can handle it 
in typical style: 12 . . .  c5 1 3 .ixb7 '&xb7 14 .bxc4 
ixd2 1 5 .ixd2 b4+ Krasenkow - Gajewski, 
Warsaw 20 14 .  

10 . . .  Y:VcS 1 1 .b3 c3 12.�e4 �xe4 13.Y:Vxe4 

a b c d e f g h 
13  . . .  0-0N 

Or 1 3  . . .  c5 1 4 .'&g4 h5+ with a complex 
position ,  although one in which Black should 
not be worse, Mamedyarov - Eljanov, Elista 
2008. 

The text was suggested as a simpler solution for 
Black by Postny - his analysis runs : 

14.�e5 h6 15.if4 
l 5 .ixh6? does not work in view of l 5 . .  . f5 ! .  

Even worse i s :  1 5 .axb5?  f5 ! 1 6 .'&f3 tlixe5 
1 7 .dxe5 hxg5 1 8 .bxc6 i.a6 1 9 .c7 Wxc7 
20.l:l:xa6 l:l:ac8-+ 

15 ... �f6 16.Y:Vc2 a5i 

8 
7 

6 
5 
4 
3 

2 
1 

B42) 8.ixf6 

a b c d e f g h 
This is a kind of trick which we should be 

well aware of. 

8 . . .  gxf6 
The idea is 8 . . .  Wxf6? 9.axb5 cxb5? ?  1 0 .We4! 

picking up the rook. 

9.g3 J.h7 10.J.g2 �d7 1 1 .0-0 

8 � � � �- � �� 
7 �l� ,, , . , /,� �� ,. , . , % - - - - �� �! �, u ' 
6 m • • • w� � �� �� , , , . , % 

: !A!�--� 
3 �,,, , ,Y,-, , , . , %-�� ���-0 ili�'�'N//, ��-d',. , , %�'0 
2 � � �· � A 'f� a. 'f.� �· %�£ '. 0 i0% dib i0 
1 ,�- - - - - __ , _ _ _ _ _ _  •lfm----

a b c d e f g h 
1 1  . . .  a5! 

A nice move, supporting the b4-bishop and 
grabbing a stake on the queenside squares. 

l l . . .a6 is the alternative, but after 1 2 .b3 
cxb3 1 3 .tlixb3 0-0 1 4 .tlieU followed by a hop 
to d3, White enjoys some pleasant queenside 
pressure. 
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12.b3 
1 2 .:gfd l  is too slow: 1 2  . . .  llib6 1 3 .axb5 cxb5 

1 4 .llie4 f5!N ( 1 4  . . .  VNe7+ is also not bad, as in 
Balck - Sarosi, Hungary 2008) l 5 .llic5 i.d5+ 

12 . • .  cxb3 13.tlixb3 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

13 • . .  bxa4 14.gxa4 
Here Black has a choice: he can go for a plan 

involving . . .  i.a6-b5 supporting the a-pawn, or 
he can play for a . . .  c5 break; I much prefer the 
former. 

14 . . .  i.a6 
This is the computer's choice and the move 

of a well-known theoretician. 

The problem with 14 . . .  c5 is: 1 5 .dxc5 !  (and 
not 1 5 .llixc5? !  llixc5 1 6.dxc5 :gc8 1 7.:gxb4 
axb4 1 8 .VNa4t i.c6 1 9 .VNxb4 0-0= Y. Vovk 
- Moiseenko, Kiev 20 1 1 ) .  1 5  . . .  :gc8 1 6.:gd l 
i.c6 ( 1 6  . . .  VNc7 1 7.Wa2 !  i.c6 1 8 .llifd4 i.xa4 
l 9 .Wxa4 0-0 20.llixe6!;!;) 1 7.:gaa l  0-0;!; 

14  . . .  0-0 is also possible with the . . .  i.a6-b5 
manoeuvre to come, although Black does 
lose some options playing this way, as he 
may prefer to get in the move . . .  a4 as quickly 
as possible. Now 1 5 .lliel  to d3 makes sense 
when 1 5  . . .  i.a6 to b5 is standard play. Instead 
1 5 .:gd l ? ! is no problem for Black: 1 5  . . .  i.a6 

1 6.:gaa l i.b5 l 7.llic5 VNe7 1 8 .llixd7 VNxd7+ 
Arsovic - Pavlovic, Kavala 2008. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 

15 Jfa2 i.b5 16JUal 
After 1 6 .lliel ? ! Black can strike immediately 

with 1 6  . . .  a4! when White is not in a position 
to play llic5 supported by another knight on 
d3. 1 7 .llic5 llixc5 1 8 .dxc5 0-0 1 9 .llid3 VNd4 
20.:gb l i.a5 2 1 .llib2 Wc3+ Black is simply a 
pawn up. 

16 .. . 0-0 17.tlicl 
If 1 7.lliel  then l 7 . . .  a4! is of course the 

logical answer, hitting the knight before its 
jump to c5 can be supported by its colleague 
from d3. 

a b c d e f g h 
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17 . .  Jks Conclusion 
A plausible alternative is: l 7 . . .  a4! ?  l 8 .tlid3 

ie7+ 

18.�d3 .bd3 19.�xd3 c5 20.dxc5 
If 20.d5 tlib6 2 1 .dxe6 then 2 1 . . .W/xd3! ?  is 

a safe option, when the exchange of queens 
removes any possible danger (2 1 . . .fxe6!? is 
the more ambitious choice) . 22.exf7t �xf7 
23.exd3 �d8+ 

20 . . .  �xc5 

a b c d e f g h 
21 .�e3 @g7 

2 1 . . .W/d5 ! ?+ bringing the queen to the 
kingside may have been better. 

22.h4 �d6i 
Black was happy in Rapport - Wojtaszek, 

Biel 20 1 5 . 

In this chapter we considered two bishop­
developers after l .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6 3 .tlif3 tlif6: 
to  f4 or  g5 .  

4 .if4 i s  rare and harmless; in reply, I suggest 
the logical 4 . . .  dxc4. The bishop makes no 
sense on f4 in such set-ups, and is even prone 
to attack by a later . . .  tlid5 .  

4.ig5 i s  far more common and serious. 
recommend 4 . . .  ib4t 5 .tlibd2 (of course 
5 .tlic3 transposes to the main lines) and now 
5 . . .  dxc4 when White has a range of options. In 
general Black has no reason to fear any move. 
White has various ways to regain the pawn and 
equalize, or instead there are plenty of l ines 
where White can play in gambit style, but 
whether he has full compensation is a debate. 

So 4 .ig5 ducks the theoretical challenge 
of trying to bust the Ragozin; White simply 
hopes for a playable game. 



Chapter 22 

4.cxd5 & 4.e3 

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 

A) 4.cxd5 
B) 4.e3 a6 

Bl) 5.�bd2 
B2) 5.�c3 dxc4 6 . .ixc4 b5 

B21) 7 . .id3 
B22} 7 . .ib3 .ib7 8.0-0 c5 

B221} 9.e4 
B222} 9.�e2 

B3) 5.b3 c5 
B31) 6.cxd5 
B32) 6 . .ib2 cxd4 7.exd4 �c6 8 . .id3 g6!? 

9.0-0 .lg7 10.�bd2 0-0 
B321} 11.�eS 
B322) 11.�cl 

a b c d e f g h 

419 
420 
421 
421 
422 
424 
424 
425 
426 
426 

427 
428 
430 
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1 .d4 d5  2.c4 e6 3.lllf3 tllf6 

A) 4.cxd5 exd5 5 . .ig5 

Of course 5 .lll c3 ib4 transposes to the 5 .cxd5 
exd5 Ragozin from Part 1 (see page 22) . 

5 . . .  ib4t 6.lll bd2 
White finds a different square for his knight 

than usual, but it is hardly scary. 

6 .. . h6 
Forcing the bishop to make a decision. 

7.ih4 
Naturally the alternative is 7.ixf6 Wxf6. 

Black has a comfortable version of the 
Exchange Variation of the Queen's Gambit, 
with the bishop pair thrown in as a bonus. 
Black's plans will be based on kingside play. 
Let's see a couple of sample lines: 8 .e3 0-0 
9 .ie2 c6 1 0 .0-0 llld7 l l .a3 id6 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2 .b4 Trying to create a weakness on the 
queenside with b4-b5 ,  as is traditional in the 
Exchange Variation. (Instead 1 2 .e4N attempts 
to liquidate. For example, 1 2  . . .  dxe4 1 3 .lllxe4 
'.We7 14 .'.Wc2 lll f6 1 5 .lllxd6 Wxd6= and Black 
could try to exploit the isolated d4-pawn, 
but there is not much in the game.) 1 2  . . .  :i:'i:e8 
1 3 .b5 lll f8 1 4 .bxc6 bxc6 With balanced play 
in Jedynak - Inkiov, Marseille 2006. The 
weakness of c6 is offset by Black's bishop pair 
and active prospects on the kingside. 

7 . . .  if5 
It's as simple as that: the exchange on move 

4 has allowed our bishop to find a good active 
square on f5 . The only possible downside 
would be if White could target the b7-pawn, 
but as we shall see, Black has a plan to deal 
with that. 

8.e3 lllbd7 9.¥9b3 
So, as mentioned above, this is the only real 

test. 
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9 .i.e2 0-0 1 0 .0-0 is sensible play, but it puts 
zero pressure on Black (Note that White has to 
be wary of the pin. For example, 1 0 .llie5??  g5 
1 l .i.g3 llixe5 1 2 .i.xe5 llie4-+ is a piece-losing 
disaster. )  10 . . .  �e8= Black has easy equality 
with moves such as . . .  c6 and . . .  a5 on the way, 
and maybe dropping the dark-squared bishop 
back to d6. 

9 . • •  a5 10.a3 i.d6 1 1 .Y;fxb7 
Once again this is the only way to ask 

questions, as a line such as 1 l .i.e2 0-0 1 2 .0-0 
Wb8 followed by . . .  c7-c6 is easy for Black. 

1 1  . .  J:ibS 12.Wc6 

Instead the weakening 1 2  . . .  g5 ? ! 1 3 .i.g3 �xb2 
has a clever tactical idea in that 1 4.i.xd6 cxd6 
1 5 .Wfxd6?? is not possible, as after . . .  �b6 the 
queen cannot escape. But if instead White 
plays 1 4 .i.e2 and soon drops his queen back 
to c3, then we will later regret the . . .  g5 lunge. 

13.Y;f c3 gb6 14.i.e2 Y;f aSi 
Black has great compensation with moves 

such as . . .  �c6 threatened. 

B) 4.e3 a6 

This little pawn move leads to an independent 
line I am using to plug a hole in our repertoire. 
In all other variations we are looking to play 
. . .  i.b4, but here my belief is that 4 . . .  a6 is a 
stronger move. Black sets up future . . .  dxc4 and 
. .. b5 ideas . Admittedly the play is in somewhat 
different style to the rest of the repertoire 
(in fact in this line it's often like a Queen's 
Gambit Accepted and sometimes it's a direct 
transposition) , but sometimes you need to be 
flexible and just play the right move. 

So why not 4 . . .  i.b4t as usual? Unfortunately 
this move doesn't make much sense here. 
White has blocked in his c l -bishop so I 'm just 
not keen to exchange it. 

8 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 

2 
1 

a b c d e f g h 
Now the main options are: Bl) 5.llibd2, 

B2) 5.llic3 and B3) 5.b3. 

5 .a3 is a tame move that causes no problems. 
For example: 5 . . .  dxc4 6.i.xc4 b5 7.i.a2 White 
tries to make sense of the a2-a3 move, but 
the bishop is no star on a2 .  7 . . .  i.b7 8 .0-0 
llibd7 9 .Wfe2 c5 Black was comfortably level 
in Drazic - Korneev, Bergamo 2008; Black's 
usual setup is queen to c7 and bishop to d6. 
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Bl) 5.tllbd2 c5 

6.b3 will soon convert to the 5 .b3 line covered 
in variation B3 .  

6.dxc5 leads to a dead-level posmon. And 
games do not get any deader than the following 
example: 6 . . .  ixc5 7.a3 dxc4 8.ixc4 b5 9 .ie2 
0-0 1 0 .b4 ie7 1 I .ib2 ib7 1 2 .0-0 lllbd7 
1 3 .gc l gc8 1 4 .gxc8 Wxc8 1 5 .Wb l Wb8 
1 6 .gcl gc8 1 7  .h3 h6 Y2-Y2 Margvelashvili -
Naroditsky, Internet 20 1 5 . If you need to win, 
then Black can certainly keep more tension 
than appeared in this perfectly symmetrical 
game. 

6 . . .  exd5 
We can see that Black is likely to have an 

IQP soon, but we will have the traditional 
flowing development to compensate for our 
potentially weaker structure. In fact, this 
looks to me a comfortable version for Black 
of normal IQP positions. The play could go 
in any of a hundred ways, so we need no more 
theory. Instead let's see a couple of sample 
lines. 

7.dxc5 
A natural move to limit Black's choice of 

structures, but now our pieces step smoothly 
into play. 

If instead 7.b3 then we can see how an 
absolutely top-class player handled the 
position: 7 . . .  cxd4 8 .lllxd4 ib4 Provoking 
the white queen to an exposed square on the 
c-file. 9 .Wc2 0-0 1 0 .ie2 Now in Gustafsson 
- Anand, Germany 2006, Black chose the 
move 1 0  . . .  id7, with the idea . . .  lll c6 and then 
. . .  ixc6 if required; Black was easily level and 
soon became better. But also interesting is the 
ambitious 1 0  . . .  lll e4!?N. 

7 . . .  i.xcS 8.J.e2 tllc6 9.0-0 0-0 10.tllb3 J.b6 
I 1 .J.d2 tll e4-+ 

In Buhmann - Socko, Austria 20 12 ,  the 
game had hardly started and yet Black had 
already taken over the initiative. 

B2) 5.lCJc3 

This enables Black to transpose to a pleasant 
version of a Queen's Gambit Accepted. 

s ... dxc4 6.i.xc4 b5 
When this structure arises via the QGA 

move order, White generally doesn't hurry to 
develop his knight to c3. Some of the most 
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threatening variations involve an early a2-a4 
to challenge the b5-pawn. With the knight 
already on c3, a2-a4 is generally pointless as 
. . .  b4 hits the knight and causes White to lose 
valuable time. 

We will analyse B21) 7 • .id3 and B22) 7.i.b3. 

7.ie2 is too timid to offer White much hope 
of an advantage: 7 . . .  ib7 8 .0-0 lllbd7 9 .b3 
(9.id2?! is much too passive: 9 . . .  id6 1 0 .!kl 
0-0 1 1 .°We l We7 1 2 .lll b l  e5 1 3 .ia5 exd4 
14 .lllxd4 We5+ Nikolic - Carlsen, Berlin 
[blitz] 20 1 5) 

a b c d e f g h 
9 . . .  c5 1 0 .ib2 ie7 1 1 .°Wc2 i:!c8 1 2 .dxc5 lllxc5 
1 3 .i:!ad l Wb6 1 4 .Wb l b4= Black was fine in 
Nepomniachtchi - Karjakin, Sochi 20 14 .  

B21) 7.J.d3 .ib7 

8.0-0 
8.b3 lll bd7 9 .ib2 c5 gives Black easy 

equality . 

8 . e4 
This is more ambitious, but Black is well 
placed to challenge White's pawn centre 
with: 

8 . . .  c5 9 .e5 
Or 9 .dxc5 lll c6 1 0 .0-0 llld7! ?  with . . .  lllxc5 
to come. 
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9 . . .  lll d5 

a b c d e f g h 

9 . . .  cxd4! ?  1 0 .lllxb5 has occurred in a 
couple of games. There are a few possible 
continuations, but perhaps the simplest is: 
1 0  . . .  lll fd7!? l 1 .lll bxd4 lllxe5 1 2 .lllxe5 Wa5t 
( 1 2  . . .  Wxd4?? loses the queen to 1 3 .ib5t+-) 
1 3 .'tt>fl Wxe5= 

1 0 .ig5 Wb6 1 1 .dxc5 ixc5 1 2 .lll e4 h6 
1 3 .lllxc5 Wxc5 1 4.id2 

Black can maintain a good position with: 
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1 4  . . .  lll b4!Noo 
Rather than 14  . . .  lll c6?! 1 5 .�c l;!;  as in Wang 

Hao - Lu Shanglei, China 20 1 5 . 
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8 . . .  c5 

a b c d e f g h 

This move makes the e3-e4 advance harder 
for White to carry out. 

9.We2 
White also gets no advantage after: 
9 .dxc5 .ixc5 1 0 .1Mfe2 lllbd7 1 1 .e4 Wb8 

The queen often goes here in the QGA, 
controlling some central squares while 
anticipating the arrival of a white rook on 
the cl-file. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 2  . .ig5 0-0 1 3 .E:ad l 

1 3 .�ac l E:c8 1 4  . .ib l lll e5 was also fine for 
Black in Hernandez Carmenates - Khenkin, 
Havana 2008 .  

13 . . .  .id6 1 4.a3 lllg4 1 5 .h3 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5  . . .  lllge5 

1 5  . . .  h6!?N could also be considered. 
1 6. lt:lxe5 lllxe5 

Black was at least equal in D. Rombaldoni ­
Ki. Georgiev, Arvier 20 1 0 . 

9 . . .  tilbd7 10.l:ldl 
10 . .id2? !  is too passive: 10 . . .  .ie? 1 1 .E:fd l  

0-0 12 .E:ac 1 1Mfb6 1 3  . .ib l E:fd8 14  . .ie l E:ac8+ 
Vachier-Lagrave - Alsina Leal , San Sebastian 
20 1 1 .  

10 ••. Wc7!? 
The thematic 1 o . . .  %!fb8 is safer, and after 

1 1 .h3 .ie7 1 2 .b3 0-0 Black was not worse at 
all in Ikonnikov - Van Wely, Spijkenisse 20 1 1 .  



424 Playing the Ragozin 

This isn't really better or worse than the note 
above; it's j ust another way of arranging the 
pieces on the queenside. In the following game 
it led to an interesting pawn sacrifice: 

13.a4!? c4 14.J.bl b4 15.tlia2 c3 16.bxc3 b3 
17.ttlb4 a500 

Black's past b-pawn and potential piece 
outposts on the queenside yielded good 
compensation in Markos - Zilka, Austria 
20 1 3 . 

B22) 7.J.b3 

This has been a less common choice via this 
particular move order, but it has the potential 
to transpose to more popular variations of the 
QGA after a few more moves. 

7 . . .  J.b7 8.0-0 c5 
We have reached another branching point; 

White's two main options are B221) 9.e4 and 
B222) 9.�e2. 

B221) 9.e4 cxd4 10.ttlxd4 

a b c d e f g h 

10 • . .  ttlc6 
This knight often goes to d7 in the QGA, 

but here it makes more sense to challenge the 
enemy knight in the centre. 

1 1 .J.e3 

After l 1 .lllxc6 'Wxd l 1 2 .gxd l ixc6 13 .f3 
ic5t 14 .@fl me? Black's king stays in the 
centre for the endgame. A high-level game went: 

a b c d e f g h 
1 5 .ig5 ( 1 5 .if4N ghd8 1 6 .gac l gac8 
1 7 .gxd8 cjfxd8 1 8 .lll e2 J.b7 is also equal) 
1 5  . . .  h6 1 6 .J.h4 g5 1 7 .if2 ixf2 1 8 .mxf2 
ghc8= Ponomariov - Anand, Moscow 2009. 

8 .i � � �-- � 
r� , . . . . %� ,,Y._., 

7 !�:�!• '� 6 ��
�� ,, ,

� : �� �
m!� �� �'""'�- - - - - :�/0 �� 

3 �.i,� � . 
2 8n . . . . . :�� . . ,,�w�8� 
I � "�f•t= · 

a b c d e f g h 

1 1  . . . ttlxd4 
1 1 . . .J.e7 should be good enough to equalize. 

However, 1 2 .lllxc6 J.xc6 leaves our bishop 
slightly misplaced on c6, and it may well have 
to drop back to b7 at some point. That's why 
it seems slightly more accurate to trade on d4. 

12..ixd4 J.e7 13.f3 0-0 14.a4 �b8 15 .�el 
b4m 

Black was not worse in Wojtaszek - Kulaots, 
Warsaw 20 1 3 . 
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B222) 9.\1;Ve2 

This is the main line, preparing to put the rook 
on d l .  

l l .d5 
Many other moves have been played, but I 

feel it would be excessive to analyse all of them 
when 4.e3 is such a rare move order. The text 
move has been by far the most popular choice, 
and it's clearly the most forcing and critical 
move, so I will focus on that and let you check 
the minor alternatives for yourself should you 
wish to. 

l l  . . . llJxd5 
This is the safest equalizer. 

1 1 . . . exdS might transpose, but 1 2 .e4! ?  is an 
extra option which I don't see any point in 
allowing. 

I would also like to draw your attention to 
l l . . . c4! ?  1 2 .dxe6 fxe6 1 3 .ic2 id6, when 
Black has an active Meran-style position.  
1 4 .e4 0-0 1 5 .h3 Wffc7 1 6 .a3 :gae8t Black's 
position has a lot of dynamic potential and he 

has achieved a healthy plus score from here. I 
decided to analyse the safe line to ensure full 
theoretical soundness; but I would strongly 
suggest checking out this line too. 

12.llJxd5 
1 2 .ixd5 exd5 1 3 .ti:lxd5 ixd5 1 4 .:gxd5 

transposes. 
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a b c d e f g h 
12 . . .  ixd5 13.i.xd5 

1 3 .:gxd5? !  is a bit too speculative: 
1 3  . . .  exd5 1 4 .ixd5 Ei:a7 1 5 .ti:lg5? !  ( 1 5 .e4 is 
better although l 5 . . .  ie7 still leaves White 
struggling for compensation) 1 5  . . .  ti:le5 1 6 .f4 
ie7 l 7.Wih5 g6+ 

13 . . .  exd5 14.gxdS 
l 4.e4!? d4 l 5 .b4 ti:le5 1 6 .bxc5 ti:lxf3t 

1 7 .Wffxf3 ixc5 1 8 .Wif5 ie7 1 9 .if4 Wffb6= was 
seen in Pavlovic - Drasko, Belgrade 1 998. 
White has enough activity to regain his pawn, 
but not to claim any advantage. 

14 . . .  i.e7 15.e4 \1;Vb7 16.i.g5 f6 17.if4 0-0 
18.llJh4 llJb6 

This happened in one of my games against 
IM Brian Kelly and led to an easy draw after: 

19.gc13 gfeg 20.llJf5 if8 
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a b c d e f g h 
21 .f3 c4 22.:gd2 tiJdS 23.i.d6 i.xd6 
24.tlJxd6 �b6t 25.�fl �xd6 26.:gxdS �c7 
27.:gadl :gads 28.�d4 

Y2-1h Kelly - R. Pert, Birmingham 2006. 
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B3) 5.b3 

a b c d e f g h 
This is the trendy response, and it certainly 

makes sense to get ready to recapture on c4 with 
the b-pawn, avoiding the QGA transposition 
from the previous section. 

s . . . c5 
I like this active continuation. White's two 

main ideas are B31) 6.cxd5 and B32) 6.i.b2. 
6.i.d3 is likely to transpose to the second 

main line, as White can hardly do without the 
bishop on b2. For instance, 6 . . .  'll c6 7.i.b2 

cxd4 8 .exd4 and we are straight into variation 
B32. 

6.dxc5? !  i.xc5 only speeds up Black's 
development. For example: 7 .'ll bd2 0-0 
8 .i.b2 'll c6 9 .cxd5 exd5 

a b c d e f g h 
1 0 .i.e2 Vfie7 1 1 .0-0 Ei:d8 1 2 .a3 d4 1 3 .exd4 
'llxd4 14 .'llxd4 i.xd4 1 5 .i.xd4 Ei:xd4+ Xu 
Yinglun - Ding Liren, China 20 1 5 . 

B31) 6.cxd5 exd5 

I prefer to recapture with the e-pawn in order 
to free the light-squared bishop. Overall I don't 
really believe in this variation for White, as it 
accelerates Black's development. 

That said, 6 . . .  'll xd5 has also been played at the 
highest level: 7 .i.e2 'll c6 8 .0-0 cxd4 9 .'llxd4 
'llxd4 10 .Vfixd4 i.e7 l 1 .i.b2 i.f6 1 2 .Vfid2 i.d7 
1 3 .Ei:d 1 i.c6 1 4 .e4 'll f400 Fressinet - Carlsen, 
Paris 20 1 6. 

7.ie2 
This was tried against me in a rapidplay 

tournament in 20 1 6. 

7 .. . cxd4! 8.tlJxd4 
Other recaptures make no sense. Now we 

will see the reason for the early exchange on 
d4. 
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8 ... ih4t! 

8 ��.i.�- � �.i ·--· - - ·� ,, , , ,/,� ��·�""'  : T� �� �r� �� ��'/, , , , , ;� s ��.�����m�m� 4 m ;� - � 
3 Ii�� ,/, , , , . ;��� �� ��' '%/, �0" 2 �. �%'� �!J��fj 
1 �ct:J�V� �M 

a b c d e f g h 

9.id2 id6 
Now the d2-bishop looks funny as it really 

wants to be on b2. We could stop here and 
conclude that Black has easily equalized from 
the opening, but I will include the continuation 
of my game for illustrative purposes. 

10.h3?! 
White was obviously worried about the 

kingside, but he should not have weakened 
himself voluntarily. 

10 . . .  0-0 1 1 .0-0 ltic6 12.ltixc6 bxc6 

4 
3 

2 

a b c d e f g h 

13.ltic3 E:e8 14.Wfcl if5 15.f4 

This looks (and is) weakening, but the 
computer confirms it is White's best try, as 
otherwise Black's attack will rage. 

For example: 1 5 .Wb2 il.c7 1 6 .tll a4 tll e4 
1 7.Elac l Ele6!--+ and White is in trouble. 

a b c d e f g h 

15  . . .  Wfe7 16.if3?! ia3 17.Wfel ih2+ 
I was winning material in Brett - R. Pert, 

Essex (rapid) 20 1 6. 

B32) 6.ih2 

Maintaining the tension is more challenging, 
but I have a nice line to recommend against it. 

a b c d e f g h 

6 ... cxd4 7.exd4 ltic6 8.id3 g6!? 
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Switching to a kingside fianchetto is not the 
most obvious plan, but it is starting to pick up 
in popularity. White's bishops on b2 and d3 
are pointing towards the kingside, so it makes 
sense to set up a solid defensive barrier. 

9.0-0 �g7 IO.tiJbd2 
1 O .a3 has been played but it has no 

independent significance after 1 0  . . .  0-0N, as 
White will surely convert to one of the lines 
covered below by means of c4-c4 or lllbd2 . 

1 O.c5 0-0 l l .a3 sees White gaining space on 
the queenside, but l l . . .Clld7! is a good answer, 
preparing counterplay with . . .  e5 .  A high-level 
game continued: 1 2 .b4 e5 1 3 .dxe5 llldxe5 
l 4 .lllxe5 Cllxe5 
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a b c d e f g h 
l 5 .ie2 if5 1 6.llld2 d4 l 7.lll f3 d3 l 8 .lllxe5 
dxe2 1 9 .°Wxe2 �e8 20.�ad l 

a b c d e f g h 
20 . . .  'We7 (20 . . .  °Wc8! ?00 threatens . .  . f6 and leads 
to more complicated play, although it's still 

objectively equal after some computer lines) 
2 1 .g4 ic8 22.°Wd2 ixe5 23 .ixe5 ixg4 The 
position should be equal, although Black went 
on to exploit White's exposed kingside in 
Bacrot - Yu Yangyi, Dubai (rapid) 20 1 4. 

10 . . .  0-0 
White has tried a bunch of different moves, 

but most of them lead to roughly the same 
sort of position. I decided to analyse two 
main options. B321) 1 1 .tiJeS does change the 
character of the position and was played in a 
super-GM game, so it deserves a closer look. 
We will then move on to the more popular 
B322) l U'kl .  

1 1 .�e 1 b 6  is similar to variation B322 and 
may well transpose, as White will surely want 
to put the rook on cl at some point. I did 
consider l l . . .Cll b4N as well ,  since 1 2.ib l 
would leave the rook temporarily stuck on a 1 ,  
but it's not clear what the knight is doing after 
1 2.ifl . 
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B321) 1 1 .tlJeS 

a b c d e f g h 

1 1 .. .tiJd7!?N 
I like this method of challenging the knight. 
l l . . .id7 was Black's choice in Karjakin -

Topalov, Stavanger 20 14 ,  and now Marin 
points out that 1 2 .�c l !N± would have given 
White good chances . 
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12.tlixc6 
1 2 .�e l ti:ldxe5 1 3 .dxe5 !d7 ( 1 3  . . .  tlib4!?  

l 4 .!e2 ti:lc6 is fine if you don't mind repeating 
the position) 1 4 .ti:lf3 dxc4 1 5 .!xc4 ti:le7= and 
Black has nice outposts for his pieces. 

1 2 .f4 ti:ldxe5 1 3 .dxe5 ( 1 3 .fxe5? !  runs into 
1 3  . . .  ti:lxd4! 1 4.!xd4 dxc4 1 5 .i.c5 cxd3 
1 6 .!xf8 Wxf8 1 7.ti:lf3 !d7 when Black has 
fine prospects; he has two strong bishops and 
two pawns for the exchange, and White has no 
obvious way to win the d3-pawn.) 
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a b c d e f g h 
1 3  . .  . f6! This should lead to easy equality, for 
instance: 1 4 .We2 fxe5 1 5 .fxe5 !d7 1 6 .�xf8t 
Wxf8 1 7.�fl Wc5t 1 8 .mh l �f8= 

Finally, I also checked: 
1 2 .'1We2 ti:ldxe5 1 3 .dxe5 ti:lb4 1 4.!b l 

Black can avoid the repetltlon with 
something like 1 4  . . .  Wc7 1 5 .a3 ti:lc6 1 6.f4 
b5 ! ?  l 7 .cxd5 exd5,  when White has no more 
than a tiny edge. 

1 5 . f4 
1 5 .a3 f6= ;  1 5 .i.d3 ti:lb4= 

1 5  . . . f6 1 6.ti:lf3 dxc4 1 7.Wxc4 fxe5 1 8 .fxe5 

a b c d e f g h 
1 8  . . .  Wb6t 1 9 .mh l Wb5 20.Wxb5 axb5 
2 1 .id3 b4= 

Followed by . . .  �a5 , when the position is equal 
although it's maybe White who has to be slightly 
more careful to protect his pawn weaknesses. 

12 . . .  bxc6 

8 i. �J-� �-· 1 � m'i)m • m • 6 · - · - · - · � � �� �� : jljl !� jljl jljl �% ;;, , , , %% �% 3 ������§�ff/� 2 � �  ��� w� � wtJ 
1 �,,, , ,Y,•v•f=,,, , 

a b c d e f g h 

13.tlia dxc4 14.ixc4 ib7 
Black is ready to free himself with . . .  c5, 

which should solve his opening problems. For 
example: 
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15 .�e2 �b6!? 
1 5  . . .  c5 1 6.l"!:ad l ixf3 l 7.'Wxf3 'Wc7= is also 

level. 

16 . .  JfeS 17JUdl �c7 18.gacl �xc4 
19.�xc4 a5 

Black's bishop pair makes up for the slight 
weakness of his queenside pawns . If you find 
this too double-edged, you have the option of 
l 5 . . .  c5 with a more simplified game. 

B322) l l J'kl 

This is the main line. Despite the rook's 
presence on the c-file, Black can still carry on 
developing normally with: 

1 1 . .. b6! 12Jfel 
1 2 .cxd5 lLib4 is the point, when 1 3 .ib l 

lLibxd5= gives Black easy play. 

1 2 .ia3 
White attacks the f8-rook while controlling 
the b4-square, thereby making cxd5 into a 
real threat. However, Black has two good 
replies . The most interesting is: 

1 2  . . .  ib?!?N 
This amazing idea of the machine just gives 
up the exchange for positional compensation.  
12 . . .  lLie? is a safe alternative, when 1 3 .lLie5 
ib7 1 4 .c5 bxc5 1 5 .ixc5 l"!:e8 1 6 .b4 lLid7 
l 7 .lLixd7 'Wxd7 was close to equal in 
Shengelia - Feher, Austria 20 1 2 . 

1 3 .ixf8 ixf8 
The bishop is strong on the dark squares and 
the d4-pawn is loose. 

a b c d e f g h 
1 4 .cxd5 

14 .'We2 gives Black a choice between picking 
up the d4-pawn with 1 4  . . .  dxc4 followed by 
. . .  ttJxd4, or maintaining the tension with a 
move like 1 4  . . .  ih6!? or 14  . . .  a5 ! ? .  

1 4  . . .  lLixd5 
Black has excellent compensation on the 

dark squares. 
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a b c d e f g h 
12 . . .  i.h? 13.a3 �k8 14.Wfe2 dxc4 15.hxc4 

Now 1 5  . . .  l"le8 1 6.h3 Vfffc7 1 7 .Vfie3 'De7 
1 8 .CDe5 'Df5 1 9 .�xf5 exf500 led to complex 
play in Radjabov - Carlsen, Berlin 20 1 5 . This 
could certainly be repeated, but I would tend 
to prefer: 
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a b c d e f g h 
15  .. . Wfc?N 

Followed by . . .  l"lfd8, with balanced chances. 

Conclusion 

For our last chapter I covered two rather 
unusual pawn moves after l .d4 d5 2 .c4 e6 
3 .'Df3 Ci:Jf6. 

The independent lines after 4.cxd5 are 
harmless, as following 4 . . .  exd5 Black 
has gained the option of developing the 
light-squared bishop to an active square on 
f5 . The potential pitfall would be a Vfib3 idea, 
hitting the b7-pawn, but as we saw, sacrificing 
that pawn offers excellent compensation.  

4 .e3 is  in general not a threatening move, but 
it does encourage us to depart from normal 
Ragozin-style play. After all ,  with White's 
dark-squared bishop locked in, offering to 
exchange it with . . .  �b4t makes little sense. 
So instead I recommend 4 . . .  a6 as the most 
principled reply. It's true that after . . .  dxc4 
and . . .  b5 ideas, the play can resemble or even 
transpose to the Queen's Gambit Accepted. 
But the lines we reach are not currently 
considered the critical tests of the QGA. Thus 
Black can expect a comfortable position with 
fairly straightforward play. Finally, 5 .b3 keeps 
more tension in the position but 5 . . .  c5 offers 
Black a healthy game, whether in an active 
IQP position or the interesting fianchetto 
set-up discussed at the end of the chapter. 
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0223 1 )  1 5 .b4 74 
02232) l 5 . a3 75 

Part II - 5.i.g5 

Chapter 4 
I .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lllf3 lllf6 4.lll c3 i.b4 5.i.g5 dxc4! 

A) 6.a3 i.xc3t 7.bxc3 c5 84 
Al )  8 .Vfia4t 84 
Al) 8 .e3 86 

B) 6.e3 b5 87 
B l )  7.tlld2 88 
B2) 7.i.e2 90 
B3) 7.a4 c6 91 

B3 1 )  8 .tll e5 91 
B32) 8 .tlld2 93 
B33) 8 .i.e2 i.b7 9 .0-0 a6 95 

B33 1 )  1 0.tll e4 96 
B332) 1 O.lll e5 97 
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Chapter 5 
l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlla tllf6 4.tllc3 J.b4 s . .ig5 dxc4! 6.e4 c5 

A) 7.dxcS JOI 
B) 7.eS cxd4 103 

B l )  8 .Wa4t 1 03 
B2) 8 .ll:ixd4 WaS 9 .exf6 ixc3t 1 0 .bxc3 WxgS 1 1 .fxg? Wxg7 1 07 

B2 1 )  1 2 .Wf3 ll:id7 1 3 .ixc4 0-0 1 07 
B2 1 l )  1 4 .ie2 1 07 
B2 1 2) 14 .ib3 1 08 

B22) 1 2 .Wd2!?  0-0 1 3 .ixc4 1 09 
B22 1 )  1 3  . . .  a6! ?  1 09 
B222) 1 3  . . .  E:d8 1 1 1  

Chapter 6 
l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlla tllf6 4.�c3 J.b4 s.J.g5 dxc4! 6.e4 c5 7.hc4 cxd4 8.tllxd4 Y;Yas 

A) 9 .ibSt  1 1 8  
B)  9 .id2 WcS 1 0 .ibSt id? 1 1 .ll:ib3 We? 12 .id3 ll:ic6 1 3 .a3 id6 1 4 .0-0 0-0 121 

B l )  l S .igS 125 
B2) 1 S .f4 127 
B3) l S .@h l ! ? 130 

C) 9 .ixf6 ixc3t 1 0 .bxc3 Wxc3t 1 1 .@fl gxf6 1 2 .:B:cl WaS 133 
C l )  1 3 .Wg4 135 
C2) 1 3 .g3 136 
C3) 1 3 .ibSt 138 

C3 1 )  1 3  . . .  ©e7 139 
C32) 1 3  . . .  ll:ic6!?N 140 

C4) 1 3 .h4 ©e7 1 4 .:B:h3 ll:ic6 1 S .ll:ixc6t bxc6 1 6 .:B:d3 E:d8 1 7 .E:xd8 Wxd8 143 
C4 1 )  1 8 .Wb3 145 
C42) 1 8 .WhS 146 
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Chapter 7 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlla tllf6 4.tll c3 i.b4 s.i.g5 dxc4! 6.e4 b5!? 

A) 7.e5 h6 150 
Al) 8 .ih4 g5 9 .lllxg5 hxg5 1 0 .ixgS lllbd7 151 

Al l )  l l .exf6 152 
A l2) l I .Wf3 153 

A2) 8 .exf6 hxg5 9 .fxg7 �g8 1 0 .h4 155 
A2 1 )  1 0  . . .  gxh4 157 
A22) 1 0  . . .  g4! ?  158 

B) 7.a4 c5 ! ?  161 
B l )  8 .e5 161 
B2) 8 .axb5 cxd4 164 

B2 1 )  9 .ixf6 164 
B22) 9 .lllxd4 166 

PART III - 5.'!Wa4t 

Chapter 8 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.�a �f6 4.�c3 i.b4 s.'!Wa4t �c6 

A) 6.a3 173 
B) 6.lll e5 174 
C) 6 .ig5 dxc4! 177 

C l )  7.e4 177 
C2) 7 .a3 178 
C3) 7.e3 id? 8 .Wc2 b5 180 

C3 1 )  9 .a4 181 
C32) 9 .a3 182 

D) 6.e3 0-0 183 
D I )  7.h3 184 
02) 7.a3 ixc3t 8 .bxc3 lll e4 185 

02 1 )  9 .id3 186 
022) 9 .Wc2 187 

Chapter 9 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlla tllf6 4.tllc3 i.b4 s.'!Wa4t tll c6 6.e3 0-0 7.'!Wc2!? 

A) 7 . . .  dxc4 191 
B) 7 . . .  �e8 ! ?  195 
C) 7 . . .  id6!? 197 

C l )  8 .a3 197 
C2) 8 .h3 198 
C3) 8 .c5 201 
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Chapter 10 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.lilf3 lilf6 4.tlic3 J.h4 5.�a4t ltlc6 6.e3 0-0 7.J.d2 dxc4 8.hc4 i.d6 

A) 9.h3? !  205 
B) 9 .0-0 e5 ! ?  1 0 .d5 liJe7 207 

B l )  l l .e4 207 
B2) l l .'Wc2 208 

C) 9 .'Wc2 e5 1 0 .dxe5 liJxe5 l l .liJxe5 ixe5 210 
Cl) 1 2 .id3 21 1 
C2) 1 2 .f4 212 

0) 9 .liJb5 ie7 213 
0 1 )  1 0 .'Wc2 213 
02) 1 0 .0-0 a6 l l .liJc3 id6 215 

02 1 )  1 2 .gfe l  216 
022) 1 2 .gad l 211 
023) 1 2 .'Wc2 219 

023 1 )  12 . . .  e5 219 
0232) 12 . . .  b5 ! ?  221 

PART N - 5.�b3 

Chapter 1 1  
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlif3 lil f6  4.tlic3 i.h4 5.�b3 

A) 5 . . .  a5 ! ?  230 
B) 5 . . .  c5 232 

B 1 )  6 .a3? !  232 
B2) 6.e3 234 
B3) 6.ig5 235 
B4) 6.cxd5 exd5 7.dxc5 236 

B4 1 )  7 . . .  'Wa5 ! ?  231 
B42) 7 . . .  liJc6 238 

Chapter 12 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.tlif3 tlif6 4.tlic3 J.h4 5.�b3 c5 6.dxc5 

A) 6 . . .  liJc6 7.ig5 h6 8 .ixf6 'Wxf6 243 
Al )  9 .e3 244 
A2) 9 .cxd5 exd5 1 0 .e3 ie6! ?  l l .ib5 ixc5 247 

A2 1 )  1 2 .0-0 248 
A22) 1 2 .liJxd5 248 

B) 6 . . .  liJa6! 7.a3 ixc3t 8 .'Wxc3 liJxc5 251 
B l )  9 .b4 252 
B2) 9 .cxd5 'Wxd5 1 0 .ie3 liJce4 254 

B2 1 )  l l .'We5 254 
B22) l l .'Wd4 256 
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PART V - Other Ragozin Lines 

Chapter 13 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3 .�f.3 t£!f6 4.�c3 i.b4 5.g3 dxc4! 6.i.g2 �c6 7.0-0 0-0 

A) 8 .e3 263 
B) 8 .ig5 264 
C) 8 .a3 ie7 9 .e4 lll a5 266 

C l )  1 0 .if4 266 
C2) 1 0 .Wf e2 268 

C2 1 )  1 0  . . .  lllb3!? 268 
C22) 1 0  . . .  c6 269 

C3) 1 0 .ie3 269 
C3 1 )  1 0  . . .  l:'lb8!? 270 
C32) 1 0  . . .  a6 271 

C32 1 )  1 1 .Wfe2 271 
C322) 1 l .Wf c2 272 

Chapter 14 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.t£!B �f6 4.�c3 .ib4 5.e3 0-0 

A) 6.Wf c2 276 
B) 6 .id2 278 
C) 6.id3 b6 7.0-0 ia6 281 

C l )  8 .Wfe2 282 
C2) 8 .lll e5 283 
C3) 8 .cxd5 exd5 9.ixa6 lllxa6 284 

C3 1 )  1 0 .Wfa4 286 
C32) 1 0 .id2 287 
C33) 1 0 .Wfd3 Wfc8 1 l .id2 l:'le8 291 

C33 1 )  1 2 .a3 291 
C332) 1 2 .l:'lac l  293 

Chapter 1 5  
t .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.t£ia �f6 4.�c3 i.b4 

A) 5 .id2 296 
B) 5 .Wf c2 dxc4! 297 

B l )  6 .a3 297 
B2) 6.e3 298 
B3) 6.ig5 b5 300 

B3 1 )  7 .e4 301 
B32) 7.a4 302 

B4) 6.e4 304 
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PART VI - 3.�c3 .ib4 

Chapter 16 
1.d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.�c3 .ib4 4.e3 �f6 

A) 5 .ll'le2 dxc4!? 6.a3 ia5 314 
Al )  7.Wa4t 315 
A2) 7.ll'lg3 316 

B) 5 .id3 e5 !  317 
B l )  6 .dxe5 318 
B2)  6 .ll'le2 exd4 7.exd4 dxc4 8 .ixc4 0-0 9 .0-0 ll'lc6 320 

B2 1 )  1 0 .h3 320 
B22) 1 0 .ig5 321 

C) 5 .a3 ixc3t 6.bxc3 c6! ?  321 
C l )  7 .f3 322 
C2) 7 .ll'lf3 323 
C3) 7.id3 324 
C4) 7 .cxd5 cxd5 8 .c4 0-0 325 

C4 1 )  9 .cxd5 326 
C42) 9 .ll'lf3 327 

C5) 7 .a4 328 

Chapter 17 
1 .d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.�c3 .ib4 4.e3 �f6 S.cxdS exdS 

A) 6 .ll'le2 332 
B) 6.id3 0-0 7 .ll'le2 :ge8 335 

B l )  8 .id2 336 
B2) 8 .0-0 id6 339 

B2 1 )  9 .a3 ll'lg4!? 339 
B2 1 1 ) 1 0 .h3? 340 
B2 1 2) 1 0 .lll f4 342 

B22) 9 .id2 343 
B23) 9 .f3 c5 346 

B23 1 ) 1 0 .lll b5 346 
B232) 1 0 .We l 346 

Chapter 18  
1.d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.�c3 .ib4 

A) 4.id2 350 
B) 4 .Wa4t 350 
C) 4.Wb3 352 
D) 4 .Wlc2 353 



E) 4.cxd5 exd5 5 .if4 c6 6.e3 Ci'Je7 356 
E l )  7 .h4!? 357 
E2) 7.id3 if5 358 

E2 1 )  8 .Ci'Je2 358 
E22) 8 .Ci'Jf3 359 

F) 4.a3 ixc3t 5 .bxc3 Ci'Jf6 360 
F l )  6 .Ci'Jf3 361 
F2) 6 .ig5 362 
F3) 6.cxd5 exd5 364 

F3 1 )  7.ig5 364 
F32) 7 .f3 365 
F33) 7.e3 367 

Variation Index 

PART VII - Catalan and other 4th moves 

Chapter 19 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3 .l£if3 tlif6 4.g3 i.h4t 5.tlibd2 dxc4 

A) 6.Wc2 376 
B) 6.ig2 0-0 377 

B l )  7.0-0 b5 378 
B 1 1 ) 8 .Ci'Je5 379 
B l 2) 8 .a4 380 

B2) 7.Wc2 a5!? 381 
B2 1 )  8 .0-0 381 
B22) 8 .Wxc4 383 

Chapter 20 
1 .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.l£if3 t£if6 4.g3 i.h4t 5.i.d2 i.d6 6.i.g2 c6 

A) 7.b3 390 
B) 7 .Ci'Jc3 0-0 391 

B l )  8 .0-0 391 
B2) 8 .ig5 h6!? 9 .ixf6 Wxf6 1 0 .0-0 Wd8! ?  394 

B2 1 )  l l .e3N 394 
B22) l l .e4 395 

C) 7.Wc2 Ci'Jbd7 8 .0-0 0-0 396 
C l )  9 .Ci'Jc3 397 
C2) 9 .ig5 399 
C3) 9.E!:d l Ci'Je4 401 

C3 1 )  1 0 .ic l 401 
C32) 1 O .ie3 !?N 402 
C33) 1 0 .ie l 404 
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Chapter 21  
1 .d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3 .�f3 �f6 

A) 4 . .if4 dxc4 407 
Al )  5 .Wa4t 407 
A2) 5 .e3 408 

B) 4 . .ig5 .ib4t 5 .lLibd2 dxc4 409 
B l )  6.Wa4t? !  409 
B2) 6.e3 41 0 
B3) 6.a3 413 
B4) 6 .'1Mc2 b5 7 .a4 c6 414 

B4 1 )  8 .g3 414 
B42) 8 . .ixf6 415 

Chapter 22 
1 .d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.�f3 �f6 

A) 4 .cxd5 419 
B) 4 .e3 a6 420 

B l )  5 .lLibd2 421 
B2) 5 .lLic3 dxc4 6 . .ixc4 b5 421 

B2 1 )  7 . .id3 422 
B22) 7 . .ib3 .ib7 8 .0-0 c5 424 

B22 1 )  9 .e4 424 
B222) 9 .'1Me2 425 

B3) 5 .b3 c5 426 
B3 1 )  6 .cxd5 426 
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B32) 6 . .ib2 cxd4 7.exd4 lLic6 8 . .id3 g6! ?  9 .0-0 .ig7 1 0 .lLibd2 0-0 427 
B32 1 )  l 1 .lLie5 428 
B322) 1 1 .�c l 430 
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