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INTRODUCTION

Dear Reader,

Asyou may aready be aware, the publishing house * Chess Evolution’ is print-ing a series called * The Modern Endgame
Manual’ which will consist primarily of eight books and will deal with everything concerning the endgame.

| was surprisingly pleased when the Editor in Chief, GM Arkadij Naiditsch, asked me to write two of the total eight
books. But | was a bit ‘ disappointed’” when it was made clear to me that | would have to deal with a quite difficult
subject: Queen vs Pieces Endgames!

But OK, nothing is really difficult nowadays. The modern author has at his dis-posal powerful databases, tabl ebases,
analysed material, books and, by adding his knowledge, you will alwys find what you are looking for!

The endgame is a phase of the game that has been extensively analysed and formed to concrete conclusions, although in
nearly all the books | know of, very little space is dedicated to the queen vs pieces endgame subject.

I think thisis mainly because of space limitations and because it's a difficult theme that doesn’t appear too interesting
for the readers. But a modern chess player cannot really choose what he likes or prefers — this has nothing to do with
openings!

Today we have shorter time-controls and there isn’t really enough time to dig around on the subtleties of each ending.
Y ou have to know and to repeat knowledge; don’'t be carried away by the usual myth of the ‘chesstalent’. As| have
repeatedly written and proved, ‘talent is the excuse of the failed’.

‘Unfortunately’, the modern chess player is entitled and forced to work more than his predecessors. The modern chess

trainer also needs to prepare more delicate themes, understand them and then teach them to his students as well. So,
there is plenty of room for everything and for everybody who is thirsty for knowledge.

Knowledge is the key word, and knowledge is absorbed sub-conscioudly; it isimpossible to remember everything you
study. So, it is highly important to work with good material and good trainersin order to improve towards the * Chess
Olym-pus'.

Nowadays the help of the Silicon Monster (chess analysis engines) is quite valuable, as it can save an author countless
hours of analysis and checking. But still the role of the qualified trainer remains important; he knows where the truth is
— he knows what to keep and what to throw away...

I do not want to hold a high nose and claim that everything | have written is perfect and completely sound; | am always
aware of the surprise factor and | just try to write honestly and with responsibility.

Asan author, | feel that | should especially congratul ate four important figures of our chess literature world: Alexander
Baburin, Karsten Muller, John Nunn and Jan Timman. Dr. John Nunn was kind enough to permit me to publish his
anaysis of the game Piket-Nunn, Wijk aan Zee 1990 — | truly thank him!

Finally, I would like to thank three readers who each contributed valuable time and effort to check and correct my work:

— Former FIDE Women World Champion, GM & FST Antoaneta Stefanova.

— Endgame Expert & Author, GM Karsten Mlller.
— Lecturer in Computer Science, who has championed advances in the creation and use of chess endgame tables, Guy

Haworth.
Have a nice reading journey!

Athens, 2016
Efstratios Grivas



EDITORIAL PREFACE

In this series of nine endgame books, FIDE Senior Trainer Adrian Mikhalchishin, FIDE Senior Trainer Efstratios Grivas
and IGM Csaba Balogh combine their experience astrainers and as practical players to create something very special.

The authors aim for very understandable explanations of every endgame position in each book.
The specification:

* 1st book — Queen and pawn endgames.

» 2-3 — Minor piece endgames (bishop and knight endgames).

» 4-5 — These will feature the fight between different material constellations.

» 68 — These books are going to focus on the most common endgames, which are of course rook endings.
* 9th — This book will focus on exchanges and simplifications.

The main concept of each book isto provide theoretical knowledge which can be used in practical games. It means the
focus of the books will be on positions which are the most likely to occur - and the practical playing of them.

That’s why you will firstly meet the theoretical part, and secondly the practical examples of how games actually
continued in a particular endgame.

Y es, you're right, you won't find too many very complicated studies, stunning manouevres or rarely-appearing positions
— and there is a simple reason why not!

How often do we see positions, for example two knights vs pawn where one knight is blocking the pawn and the other
onetriesto get the king to the corner before releasing the second knight for the mate? Or constellations with crazy
material on the board? This might happen in one game out of 100! Y ou could spend hundreds of hours working on
something that might bring you “only” a single point more out of 100 games!

Our approach is quite different: let’s make more points in the other 99 games! And who knows, we might also be lucky
in the remaining one, but actualy, statistically, it would almost not matter.

“The Modern Endgame Manual” will make an expert out of you in most of the endgames which are going to appear in
your long career as a chess player!
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CHAPTER 1.
QUEEN VS QUEEN & BISHOP

Many interesting endings can arise from the rare opposition of a queen against a combination of major and minor
pieces. We can accept as ageneral rule that, when there are no pawns on the board, the superior side can win if its
material advantageis at least one rook (using standardized material value).

Without pawns, the ending of queen vs queen & bishop is drawn. Naturally, there do exist (as always) afew exceptions
in which the defending king is caught in an uncomfortable position.

It has been proven that the bishop-side can win when his king is near enough to co-operate with the rest of hisforces.

Usually, however, the queen and bishop don’t co-operate in a successful manner due to the bishop’ srestriction to only
the half of the squares on the board.

1

Ni Hua

Wu Wenjin
Beijing 2001
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The white king is very far away and cannot assist, so the position remains drawn.

A N w b OO N

64.2f7+ ¢ebl 65.%h1+ ¢b2 66.%h2+ &a3 67.¥d6+ b2 68.#d4+ &bl 69.¥bh4+ dcl 70.Wf4+ b2 71.¥d4+ &bl
72..$.g6+ a2 73.Wad+ b2 74.Wc2+ a3 75.8f7 Wgl+ 76.%f8 #e3 77.Wa2+ &b4 78 ¥h2+ &c5 Y-l

2

M ladenov Svetlin
Koch Thomas
Germany 2012



 EEEE
- o

aaaaa

a b cde f gh

Here we have a model defence. White checks from the opposite-coloured squares to the bishop.

A N w o N o

103...We5+ 104.5kb3 £d2 105.%h4+ dd1 106.¥h1+ &el 107.%c6 d2 108.¥g2+ el 109.Wg1+ de2 110.Wga+ &f2
111.¥h4+ &f3 112.%h3+ hed 113.Wga+ el 114.Wgl+ &f3 115.Wf1+ &2 116.Wd3+ 3 117.Wf1+ eed 118.¥g2+
bf5 119.Wf3+ che6 120.Wco+ ske7 121.Wb7+ d8 122.Wc6 Wd4 123.Wc4 Wixca+ 124.shxcd Ya-Ys

Many factors can affect a game but the most usual in these endings is time-trouble, as they do tend to appear at avery
|ate stage of the game, wheretimeislimited...

3

Muzychuk Anna
Harikrishna Pentala
Wijk aan Zee 2010
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86.ska2?

A losing move by the sister of the former Women’s World Champion! 86.2c2, 86.2¢3 or 86.¢2¢c4 were all good
alternatives.

86...%d5+! 87.skb1 Wed+ 88.ka2 £e5

The bishop plays its part in the mating net, while the white queen has no available checks!
89.%h6

Or 89.#h5+ &d2! 90.Wg5+ 2c2 91.We3 Wch+!—+,

89..Wad+ 0-1

90.¢bb1 Wh3+ 91.¢bcl Wdl#.

The following examples can prove the viability of the ending. Note that in all the positions the superior side’ s king was
close enough to his counterpart.

4
Wibe Terje Paul
HurmeHarri

Y bbs 1968
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It appears that Black will queen as well, but White will have the move...

¥ 83.%co+

W Bxb3+ 82.¢xb3 al=

81.e8

83.Wd7+ isgood as well.

83...&2b8 84.¥d6+! b7

84...s2¢8 85.2d7+ &2d8 86.2g4+ heB 87.2h5#.

85.2c6+ b6 86.2d5+ 1-0

And Black resigned: 86...52b5 87.Wc6+ a5 88.Wc7+ b5 89.£2c44.
5

M oskalenko Viktor

Shchekachev Andrei

St Petersburg 1993
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What White needs here is some precise calculation.

71.8f4+!

By the way, 71.b6 wins as well.

Bch

71..

71...%b3 72.2d1+ b2 73.2b4++—.

W 76.08=W+ ka3 77.Wa7+ b2 78.¥d4+ kb1 1-0

72.8xc4+ shxca 73.8e2+! b3 74.b6 a2 75.b7 al

And Black resigned due to 79.2d3+ ka2 80.Wad+ b2 81.Wha+ a2 82.4.ca#.

6

Sarkar Justin

Devereaux Maxim
L ondon 2000
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75.Wg6+ &f4 76.293+ ©f3 77.Wc6+ soxg3 78.¥xh1 1-0

7

Dawson Jeffery
Karstensen Christian
Copenhagen 2006
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Evenif this position doesn’t look great, White can still defend.

87..¥d6+ 88.ca7 Wa3+ 89.¢b8 ¥d6+ 90.82c8?

White blunders! Fine was 90.¢ha7=.



90...8e6+ 0-1

8

Langer Mikhail
Pruess David
Stillwater 2007

61.Me6+! &c7 62.2d6+
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The bishop decisively joins to the attack.

62...82b7

62...2d8 63.We7+ hc8 64.WcT#.

63.Wd7+ ®a8 64.Wc8+ 1-0

9

Polok Kacper
Krainski Aleksander
Poronin 2014
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76...¥h2+!
The black queen will approach the white king like a sneak-thief!

77.52g6 g3+ 78.2h7 Wha+ 79.¢eg6 Wg4+ 80.2h7 Wh5+ 81.¢kg7 £e5# 0-1

QUEEN & PAWNSVSQUEEN & BISHOP

In general everything depends on the specific position! The pawns side should usually opt for a queen exchange to
reach afavourable pawns vs bishop ending.

I wouldn’t say that the pawns' side is completely out of danger of losing, as sometimes the pawns can be an obstacle to
the perpetual check! Feeling too safe in chessis agood step towards losing, so stay alert!

There are no concrete rules of thumb as exist in numerous positions but in general vs two pawns the draw shouldn’t be
difficult, while vs three or more pawns things can start to become dangerous.

As usual, co-operation is the starting point; the queen should take care of the opposite-coloured squares to the bishop.

Let’s examine some positions:

1

Ponomariov Ruslan
Grischuk Alexander
M oscow 2009
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Easy stuff for Black - weak and separate pawns are never really athreat...

55.#f6 £d5 56.8293 Web 57.Wxe6+ 2xeb 58.¢kf4 g7 59.¢ke5 £d7 60.8d5 Y2-Ys

2

Nakamura Hikaru
Gelfand Boris
London 2013
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White' s three connected pawns look scary but Black’s set-up is solid and his king will assist in stopping the pawns as
well.

54.g47!



54.%g4, with the idea of e4 and g3 should be more promising for White.
54...Wf3

Blocking the pawns and restricting White from any plan for improvement.
55.%d7+ &f8 56.Wf5

Probably there is nothing better, but now the draw is not so difficult.

56...Wxf5 57.gxf5 f7 58.f4 £b2 59.sbg2 f6 60.64 £cl 61.5f3 £d2 62.58g4 £cl 63.65+ &f7 64.52¢5 £d2 65.8g4
£c1 66.82g5 £d2 67.16 teb 68.82g6 £xF4 69.7 £h6! 70.2xh6 ©xf7 71.8g5 sheb 72.5f4 he7 7315 i 7 74.66+
the7 75.50e5 heB 76.52d6 d8 77.67+ e8 78.52e6 Yoo

3

Andersson Ulf
Kasparov Garry
Madrid 1988
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Asislogical, the connected pawns are always scary to meet. But here the black queen is not so well-placed, allowing
White to achieve a perpetual check or material gain.

\\

AN w A O N
BN
x x x\

58.¥c7+ f6 59.Wd8+ de5 60.Mc7+ d4 61.#h6+ &d3 62.Wxe6 Wif4+ 63.¢2gl We3+ 64.0h2 W5 65.We5! YoY%

4

Lagno Kateryna
Vescovi Giovanni
Wijk aan Zee 2006
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Again adifficult position for White - she has to be accurate...

A N w o N o

54...We6 55.Wc3! Wed

55...g4 56.%c5+ g6 57.Wc7-=.

56.%h3+ g6 57.%c8

The white queen takes care of the light squares and the bishop of the dark ones.

57..%d5 58.Wa6+ &h5 59.We2+ g4 60.We8+ g5 61.We7+ g6 62.¥eS+ g5 Vo-Ys

5

Shulman Yuri
Marin Mihail
Reykjavik 2009
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The black king is pretty safe, while the black pawns are free to move.

49...e4! 50.%e8 a3

Black advances all his pawns and in the same time he keeps the shelter for his king.

51.%a4 ¥h2+ 52.¢bel e3
Good dark sguare domination!

53.%d1+ Wb1!

The ending is easily winning, as the bishop cannot stop all the pawns.

54.¢he2 ¥xd1+ 55.¢xd1 kb2 0-1

6

Hornicek Jiri

Zvara Tomas

Czech Republic 2000
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Here White overdid things!

61.%c8?

He should have gone for 61.%d5 Wxf5+ 62.Wed accepting a draw.
61.%c8? £c5+!

Now Black mates, as the white pawns are ‘assisting’ his plans!
62.2c2 Wed+

Quicker is 62...£d4 63.%h8 e?!.

63.5b2 Wd4+ 64.62b3 ¥d3+ 65.52b2

65.2ad Wxc4+ 66.22a5 Wha+ 67.2a6 WhoeH.

65...%d2+ 66.52b1 Wba+ 0-1

67.¢bc2 Wad+ 68.%2d2 £ba+ 69.62d3 Wd1+ 70.cbed Wf3+ 71.2d4 de2! 72.66 £d6! and...¥d3 mates!

And here is a second example of what can happen in no time!

7

M oiseenko Vadim
Sarkar Justin
Riga 2016
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It seems that Black isfine, but the white forces are well connected and can deliver adeadly finish.
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48.9d8+! oh7 49.Wha+ shg7 50.¥g3+ ©h7 51.£d5!
Preparing the end. Again the pawns block the perpetual check!
51...%d3 52.%h4+ g7 53.¥ g5+ h7 54.¢ke7! a2 55.¢bf8!
Completing the mating net.

55... W3+ 56.2f7 1-0



QUEEN & PAWNSVSQUEEN & BISHOP & PAWNS

Asusual, the stronger side (usually the one who has the bishop!) has good winning chances if he can create targets, or a
passed pawn or a combined attack to the enemy king.

Of course perpetual check isalways lurking and it takes alot of moves. The stronger side should always consider
exchanging queens —if, of course, the ending is winning.

1

Timman Jan
Georgiev Kiril
Saint Vincent 2000
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48. ¥ h7+

| think that 48.%xe5 g6 was good. The winning plan for White is to place his pawn on g5 and his king close to the d5-
sguare. Then he can return the piece by Wxf7+, reaching awon pawn ending. Well, it will take time, but it seems strong.

48.Wh7+ bf8 49.Wh8+ &e7 50.¥xg7

50.%h4+! might be a stronger alternative; 50...¢2d7 (50...f6 51.%b4+ ¢bd7 52.&b5+ c7 53.%c5+ 2d8 54.Wd6+ c8
55.£d7+ b7 56.806+ a6 57.£d5+ ab 58.4xa2+-) 51.Wga+ c7 (51...she7 52.Wha+ f6 53.8Whd+ g5 [53...50e6
54.82c4++-] 54.Wh6++-) 52.Wxg7+—.

50...%d5+

Now the checks start...

51.¢ke3 Wd4+ 52.¢e2 Wh2+ 53.¢ef1 Wcl+ 54.%f2 Wd2+ 55.8e2 Wd4+ 56.¢g2 Wed+ 57.2f3 Wf5 58.Wga! W2+
59.2h3 &f8 60.#e4 ¥c8+ 61.294 Wcl 62.8f5



The black pawns are blocked and ready to be attacked. Note that an eventual...f6 will make the bishop stronger in
attacking viathe light squares. But on the other hand staying on f7 it will be a permanent target...

62...%h6+ 63.%h4 ¥d6 64.%g5 Wc6 65.2294 Wcd+ 66.2h5!
The white king enters the battle. Note that the presence of so many pawns makes the black queen’slife difficult....
66...We2+ 67.g4 Wh2+ 68.%h4 ¥d2 69.2e4 e8

Black could play 69...%d4 and the following long variation is a good example of how White might proceed: 70.g5 g7
71.Wel Wad 72.We2 We8 73.¢0h4 Wd8 74.Wh5 Wd4 75.Wf3 Wd8 76.Wf5 Wd4 (76...We7? 77.Wh7+ bf8 78.Wh8H)
77.56h5 Wd1+ 78.%f3 Wd8 79.%f2 Wha+ 80.¢bgd Wc8+ 81.Wf5 W3 82.Wh7+ f8 83.Wh8+ he7 84.¢hf5+—.

70.95 &f8 71.%g3 Wd6 72.¥d3 ¥e6 73.Wf3 te7

1 B By
e set =
6

I
an /ﬁ»l/ llll |
1 8 &
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a b c de f gh

74.8c2

74.8d5! Wg6+ 75.22g4 bf8 76.%f5 wins on the spot.

74.. %146 75.8b 7+ 8 76.2b3 ®g6+ 77.8g4

White could spoil everything with the careless 77.62h4? Wh7+ 78.¢2g3 Wf5 with adraw.
77..g7

77..f5+ 78.5bh4 che8 79.Wc8+ e7 80.WcT7++-.

78.£2d5!

Domination! Black is out of moves.

78...e4 79.¥b2+! &h7 80.We5 kg8 81.Wf6



Simple and decisive.
81...Wxf6
81...Wh7 82.96.

82.gxf6 €3 83.¢¢f3 1-0

2

Postny Evgeny
Shvidler Eliahu
| srael 2009
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White is on the right track and something like 41.¥¢7 would do the job in the long run.
41.¥h5? ¥g5+!
Black grabs his chance and now the ending should be a draw.

42 ¥ixg5+ soxgb 43.xf2 f4 44.5e2 g5 45.892 g4 46.52d3 h5 47.52d4 h4 48.65 h3 49.£f1 ©f3 50.66 sbf2 51.67 h2!
52.e8=W h1=¥ 53.We2+ hg3?

L osing. Good was 53...skg1=.
54.Wel+ 1-0

And Black realised hisfate: 54...cf4 55.We5+ &f3 56.We3#.

3

Nakamura Hikaru
Carlsen Magnus
London 2012
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Black’s pawns are healthy and it is difficult for White to make progress.

A N w o N o

46.f4
Itislogical to exchange weak and doubled pawns.
46...exf4 47.&xf4 g8 48.We4 £h8

Black stays put and waits for White to show his hand, but there is nothing to be done as the base of Black’ s pawns on g7
cannot be attacked.

49.83 shg8 50.2d4 h8 51.f4 shg8 52.¢0g3 h8 53.863 thg8 54.2d4 8 55.2€3 g8 56.2d4 ©h8 Ya-Ys

4
Ponomariov Ruslan
Eljanov Pavel

K harkov 2009
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White wins as Black will soon run out of checks.
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\\

54..Wal+ 55.ke4 Wel+ 56.%f5 b1+ 57.%f6 Wixb4

Or 57...%b2+ 58.¢2g6 Wg2+ 59.£95 Wed+ 60.56h6 Whi+ 61.2g7 Wal+ 62.£f6 Wgl+ 63.Lf8+—.
58.%d5+ &b8 59.£e7?!

59.¢e6! Wgd+ 60.2f7 Wf4+ 61.£f6 would have finoished it off more quickly.

59...%xa5

Checks are not helpful: 59...%h4+ 60.¢2f7 Wh7+ 61.¢be8 Wg6+ 62.52d7 Wgd+ 63.We6 Wdl+
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64.£d6! cxd6 65.%e8+ cha7 66.s2¢c7! and mate follows.

60.c6!
The mating net is ready!

60...c3+ 61.8f7 Wh8

61...Wc4 62.Wxc4 bxcd 63.2b4 isatrivia endgame win.

62.4f6 Wh7+ 63.297 Wh3 64.#d8+ ¥c8 65.¢2e8 1-0

5

Alekseev Evgeny
Najer Evgeniy

M oscow 2007
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Thisisquiteadifficult ‘win’ for White; he should combine pressure against the black king and the black b-pawn.

58...%c7 59.¢kel ¥d6 60.%h6?

White should regroup his pieces: 60.%f3+ ¥f6 61.Wh7+ g8 62.Wc8+ g7 63.Wc7+ bh6 64.2d3+.
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60...¥Wb4+ 61.¢f1 Wh1+ 62.¢ef2 Wf5+ 63.cee3 Wes+ 64.¢2f3 g8

64.. W5+ 65144 (65.002 Wed+ 66.5f2 Wda+) 65... Wxf4+ 66.5xf4 b6 67.294 hS 68.£c8 g5+ 69.ve4 g4 70.5:f4
the7 71.che5 hd8 72.£f5 b7 73.50d5 b7 74.2d6 g3 75.2e4+ a6 76.55c6 ab draws.

65.W%f47?

The queen exchange is this position might be ‘ problematic’ for White; he should continue with 65.%h4 g7 66.%e4

Wf6+ 67.cbg3+.




65...%c5?

| couldn’t see how White will improve after 65...%xf4+!7? 66.2xf4 &f7 67.¢0e5 the7 68.£d3 2d7 69.%d5 (69.¢0f6?
b6 70.82g7 h5 71.¢6xg6 h4 72.¢6g5 h3 73.52g4 h2 74.2e4+ heb=) 69...5k¢7

%,;;:; / /
_ %//@%// _
%&' %

a b c de f g h

Until K.Miller pointed out 70.£¢2! (if 70.£f1? h5 71.2d3 g5 72.296 h4 73.&f5, then 73...&2b7! 74.¢bd6 hab 75.52¢c6
bab=) 70...62d7 71.82d4 cbc6 72.£d3 od6 73.2e4 eb 74.2¢c3+—.

#x

A N w b OO N o
N
N

66.%f6! Wa3+ 67.ched

Now the white forces are well co-ordinated.

67..%b4 68.2d3 Wa5 69.%e5!? b4

69...%xe5+? 70.¢bxe5 &f7 71.€2d6 loses on the spot.

70.%f6 Wab 71.We6+! &f8 72.Wd6+ &f7?

Black should defend with 72...c2e8, although 73.%e5! should win.

73.9d5+! cbf6

73...52€7 74.%xa5 bxab 75.62d4! wins. 73...cke8 74.Wg8+ che7 75.Wxh7+ bf6 76.¢0f3+—.
74.¥ixa5 bxab 75.sd5 a4 76.¢c5 a3 77.2c4 g5 78.€2d6 g4 79.¢6 g3 80.¢7 1-0

And Black resigned due to 80...g2 81.c8=% g1=1% 82.Wf8+ g5 83.Wg7+.

6

Van Wely L oek
Timman Jan
Merrillville 1997



& /,, _
5
7 ’/tﬁ!//y /KV //%
33 1
Al
.. R ¥

.. .
.

a b cde f gh

\\\ ‘\

A N w o N o

60.¢kf4?!

White is a piece up and certainly stands better. Can he win? Well of course one should not be too critical in the sudden-
death part of the game - probably the two players were short of time. However the text move iswrong in principle - the
white king should head in the other direction: 60.52f2! planning sbel-d2-c3+—. This manoeuvre seems to win quite
easily. Not only istheideain itself very strong but also Black does not seem to have any constructive moves: 60...b5
(60...W7c7 61.We8+ tha7 62.2e4 Wh2+ 63.£92+-) 61.8e4 (61.2d7 Wd5 [61...Wc7 62.We8+ hb7 63.£xb5 ¥h2+
64.2el+-] 62.Wd8+ ha7 63.Wc7++-) 61...Wb6 62.%d7 c3 63.We8+ c7 64. W 7++—.

60.2f4?! b5 61.Wd8+ a7 62.8.e4 Wic5 63.¥xf6 b4 64.%d4! &b6

The ending after 64...%xd4 65.exd4 b3 66.52e3 ¢3 67.¢2d3 c2 68.¢2d2 b6 69.£d5 wins easily.
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66.Wxc5+ xc5 67.¢he4 ¢3 68.52d3 ¢2 69.¢0d2 hd6 70.2h7 she5 and White cannot win: 71.£98 b2 72.¢bxc2 b1=%+

A bad move that throws the win away. 65.5f3! ¢bh5 66.%xc5+ sxcb 67.she2+— was the correct follow-up.
73.%2xb1 es

65...b3! 66.c2e4

65.2f5?

0 M~ W W < MO oy T

abcdefgh

66...c3! was also equal, and more accurate as it would lead to the previous comment.

66...2b5



67.%c3 We7+ 68.52f3 Wd6 69.2e4 Web 70.Wd4 hbh4a?

70...%h3+ 71.¢ke2 Wh2+ is a perpetual check.

71.¥b6+?

A terrible blunder in time trouble. 71.¢2e2 would now give White serious winning chances.

71..%xb6 0-1

7

Adams Michad
Polgar Judit
Frankfurt 1999
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White's pawns are blocked and isolated, afact which makes Black’s task easier.

A N w o N

53.We2

On 53.%d2 Black would win with 54... %2+

53...Wf4+ 54.¢g2 ¥g5+ 55.h2?

The only move was 55.%g4 but after 55...%xg4+ 56.hxg4 g7 Black also wins.
55...2€5+?

In rapid and blitz games you can easily miss mate in one: 55...%g1#.

56.sh1 Wg3 57.Wf1+ the7 58.8g2
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58...Wxbh3?

Another blunder in time-trouble! As explained, 58...#xg2+ 59.¢2xg2 &f6 is atrivial win.
59.We4?

59.%g5+! and Black cannot avoid perpetual check.

59...%d1+?!

59...¥xh3+! 60.2g1 Wh2+ 61.2f1 Wf4+—+.

60.¢2g2 Wd2+ 61.2g1

61.2f3 &6 62.Wc6+ Ld6—+.

61...¥d4+!

Finally!

62.%xd4 cxd4 63.€f2 d6 64.%e2 5 65.62d3 &6 66.h4 £xh4 67.82¢c2 dxca 68.62d2 d3 69.¢2e3 &c3 70.5ked d2
71.f5 d1=% 0-1

8

Nataf Igor Alexandre
Nisipeanu Liviu Dieter
Germany 2004
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The passed black a-pawn will carry the day - the white kingside is still harmless.
42..g7?!

There was no need for this. 42...a2 was winning on the spot: 43. %6+ 297 44.Wha+ g8 45.Wd8+ &f7 46.Wd7+ We7
47 Wf5+ 216 48.Wh7+ ¢bf8 49.Wh6+ Wg7—+

42...s8g7?! 43.Wgh+ f6 44.%3+ eb 45.93 £d6 46.h4 Wd5! 47.Wgda+ &f6 48.h5 a2 49.¥ g6+ ske7 50.¥ g7+ od8
51.Wf6+ &d7 52.¥g7+ 27 53.Wal Wa5

53...2f6! 54.%xf6 Wd1+ 55.¢0h2 al=% was another trivial win.
54.8g2 ©66 0-1

And as 55...£f6 is coming, White resigned.

9

Swiercz Dariusz

Vachier Lagrave Maxime
Caleta 2013
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White's material advantage will tell.

37.Wed+ &d8 38.¢hc2! Wa3 39.Wha+ el 40.8c6+ ¢of7 41.2d5+ el 42 Wel+ ¢hd8 43.Wed!
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Now White threats to collect the black kingside.

43.. ¥b2+ 44.52d3 Bixh2 45808+ c7 46.8ixg7+ sod6 47.292!

Blocking the black queen and preparing the advance of his passed f-pawn.

47..Wh4 48.f6 Wel 49 %18+ ¢d7 50.2h3+ ¢c6 51.Wc8+ 1-0

10

Bareev Evgeny
Rublevsky Sergel
Sochi 2005
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White shouldn’t be in danger.
67.%ca

67.%f4! was more accurate: 67...%xf4 68.gxf4 f5 69.60f3 &f6 70.e4 £b6 71.e5+ dxe5 72.fxe5+ xe5= but White was
obviously trying for something more.

67.%c4 296 68.g4 We5 69.Wd3+ g7 70.2f1 6 71.2e2

With this regrouping White tries to mobilise his pawns with f4 and e4.
71..Wb2+ 72.8f3 We5 73.Wh3

73.she2 Wh2+=.

73...5206 74.¥b1+ g7 75.8b7+ g6 76.¥b1+ shg7 77.¥b3 kf6 78.2e2?!
He should take the draw with 78.%b7=.

78..Wed 79.f3 Web
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80.%d3

80.f4!? achieves the draw: 80...We4 81.g5+ &f5 (81...%f7!?is the suggestion of K.Miiller) 82.%d3 £b4 83.g6! Wxd3+
84.bxd3 &xg6 85.e4 f6 86.65+ dxe5 87.fxe5+ chxeb.

80...8b2+ 81.f1 g5! 82.We2?!

Passive and dangerous. Good was 82.%h7! ¥d2 83.Wf5+ ¢hh4 (83...22h6 84.Wf6+=) 84.Wf6+ g3 85.Wf4+ h3
86.Wh6+=.

82...Wcl1+ 83.8f2 Whi

83...Wc3! 84.f4+ dg6=+.

84.f4+

84.Wd3 Wh2+ 85.f1 Wh3+=.

84...sbh4 85.g5

85.1913 Wh2+ 86.4:f1 Wg3 87.he2 Wxg4 88.e4=.

85...%xd5
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86.%c2?

Again White has a clear path to the draw: 86.96 ¥/g8 87.¢f3! Wd5+ 88.¢f2.

86...shg4?

Black could now win with 86...¢th3! 87.¢2e2 thga 88.Wd3 Wa2+ 89.Wd2 Wxd2+ 90.cbxd2 f5 91.¢2d3 d5—+.
87.We2+ ¢bf5 88.¢bg3 Wed

Things look critical now...
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89.¢kh4!

Activity above al - White is back on the track!

89...%h1+ 90.¢g3 Wgl+ 91.kh4 Wh1+ 92.¢g3 Wed 93.¢eh4 Whi1+ 94.¢2g3 Wed 95.¢h4 £xe3?!
95...52e6 96.Wgd+ €7 looks like a better try, but Black wouldn't be able to win after 97.%c8!

96.Wga+ g6 97.8h5+ shg7 98.Wh6+ g8 99.8ixd6 Vol



CHAPTER 2.
QUEEN VSQUEEN & KNIGHT

Without pawns, the ending of queen vs queen & knight is drawn. Naturally, there do exist (as always) afew exceptions,
in which the defending king is caught in an uncomfortable position.

It has been proven that the knight-side can win when his king is near enough to co-operate with the rest of his forces.

Queen and knight co-operate more successfully than queen and bishop, due to the ability of the knight to attack all
sguares of the board.

Assaid, the knight’ s side can win if it forces mate or take advantage of the bad placement of the opponent’ s queen. A
lot of cases arise from mutual promotion.

1
Spassky Boris
Karpov Anatoly
Hamburg 1982
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Even World Champions can lose this ending, although this was an exhibition TV gamel!
83...5kd8?

Of course 83...¢2d6 preserves the draw.

84.Wb8+ 1-0

85.2¢5 is coming next, Black resigned.

2
Antal Gergely



Vajda Szidonia
Budapest 2003

71..¥e5?
She had to play 71...%g5=.

72.¥a7+ &d6 73.%b6# 1-0

3

Van der Well John
Azmaiparashvili Zurab
Groningen 1994
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All is good for White here, who can play for mate or win the black queen.
58.#e5+ thg2 59.We2+

59.0f4+ g3 60.0e2+ g2 61.Wg5+ &f2 62.We3+ &f1 63.0g3+ was quicker.
59...¢6g3 60.We5+ shg2 61.W g5+ &fl

61...5h2 62.%ha+ chg2 63.5)f4+ gl 64.Wel+ hh2 65.Wf2+ Wg2 66.Wxg2#.
62.Wf4+ g2

62... €2 63.We3++—.

63.Wg4+ &f1 64.¥d1+ g2 65.0f4+ bh2 66.¥h5+ gl 67.He2+ g2 68.¥xd5+ h2 69.We5+ g2 70.Wed+ &h2
71.8ha+ g2 72.5)4+ shgl 73.Wel+ 1-0

4
Shabalov Alexander
Van de Mortel Jan
Chicago 2008
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Here again Whiteis on top:

W
.
B
U
_mom W
e m m m

3>
LU e

a b cde f gh

73.We5+ sgd 74.0e3+ f3 75.¥d5+ 1-0

5

Atalik Suat
Pantsulaia L evan
Turin 2006
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But here, because of his bad king, White loses the game.

57.skg7 Wb2+ 58.¢kh7 ¥c2+ 59.¢2g8 Wca+




Black brings his queen closer with each move.

60.&h7

60.¢g7 Wd4+ 61.82h7 Wed+ 62.2h6 Wha+ 63.c2g7 D5+ 64.6298 Wca+—+.
60...Wed+ 61.62g8 Wd5+ 62.82g7 ¥Wxg2+ 63.2h7 Wh3+ 64.¢2g7

Thisloses alittle bit quicker than 64.¢2g8 We6+ 65.60h7 W5+ 66.22g7 Wes+ 67.298 WeS+ 68.¢2h7 (68.¢2g7 Hf5+)
68...%7h5+ 69.¢bg7 H\f5+ 70.¢eg8 WeS+ 71.9h7 Wf7+—+.

64.. 55+ 65.5298 W3+ 0-1

And Black mates or wins the white queen.

6

Yu Yangyi
Cori Jorge
Athens 2012
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The black king stands badly and White can win.

63.He5+! &f5 64.9f8+ eb

If 64...8205 leads to forced mate after 65.W g7+ &f5 66.Wg6+ &f4 67.Wga#.
65.Wf7+ ¢od6 66.Hc4+ 1-0

And Black resigned dueto 66...52¢c6 67.%e8+.

7
Kozul Zdenko
Shirov Alexei
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Another exception, where the weaker side loses.

66...Wf2+! 67.2h3

67.5bg4 He5+ 68.52g5 W3+ loses the queen.

67..2)f4+ 68.¢hgs Wg2+!

Black takes advantage of the white queen’s position, as White cannot take the knight.

69.¢25 Wh3+ 70.¢6f6 Wha+ 71.¢f5 Wh5+ 72.2f6 Wg6+ 73.¢2e7 Wg7+ 74.¢2d8 De6+ 75.¢0¢c8 W3+ 76.2b7 Weo+

77.%a7 Wad+ 78.¢kb6 Wba+ 79.¢va7 Wab+ 80.¢eb7 Hc5+ 81.¢kc8 Wab+ 0-1

And White resigned: 82.¢td8 Wf6+ 83.cbe8 Whg+.
8

Milos Gilberto

Bareev Evgeny
Shenyang 2000
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Sometimes the lone queen can win aswell, if the stronger side is not careful enough!
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79.0d5? Wh7+!
Game over!

80.¢d6 ¥xb7 81.4)f6 &d3 82.0d7 vd4 83.40) {6 Wh8+ 84.che6 Wd8 85.Hd7 Wes+ 86.22d6 W6+ 87.2e7 &d5
88.0f6+ tke5 89.0d7+ f5 90.¢2d8 Wc6 91.¢2e7 Wc7 92.¢2e8 she6 93.0 8+ hd6 94.0 g6 Wg7 0-1

QUEEN & PAWNSVSQUEEN & KNIGHT

Thisending is abit mysterious (!) as sometimes the pawns win and sometimes the knight wins (!). And of course
sometimes adraw is on the cards!

Usually the pawns win when they are far advanced and the opponent’ s king off in the distance. Chances for a draw do
exist in the usual way; the perpetual check.

On the other hand, if the pawns opponent’ s king is close to them and his counterpart, mating nets are created. Then the
defender should either seek perpetual check or get rid of his pawns, to create valuable squares for his king.

Against one or two pawns the knight faces no real difficulties, but the problems begin when there are more pawns. But
even then adraw is possible, as the following three examples can verify:

1

Carlsen Magnus
Anand Viswanathan
Chennai 2013
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Neither side can improve, so adraw is the natural outcome.

57.%d5 el 58.%d6 We3+ 59.%ab Hcs5+ 60.¢kb5 Hxbh3 61.¥c7+ ¢eh6
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62.W¥h6+! ¥xb6+ 63.¢2xh6 h5 64.h4 shxha 65.c5 HxC5 Ya-Ys

And Magnus Carlsen was the new World Champion!

2

Graf Alexander

Nunn John

Germany 2003
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An easy draw, as White can stop the black pawns.

A N w o N

76.9)d5 W7 77.¥d4 Wif5 78.5e3 We6 79.2f2 Wif 7+ 80.¢bg3 Wic7+ 81.¢h3 We7 82.Hd5

White has succesfully centralized his pieces and he is ready to create some serious threats, but now Black startsto give
checks.

82..We6+ 83.82h2 We2+ 84.¢bh1 W3+ 85.2h2 We2+ 86.82g3 Wgd+ 87.%xg4 hxgd Va-Ys

3

Bu Xiangzhi
Miroshnichenko Evgenij
Antwerp 2008
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A difficult ending to assess. White' s three connected pawns seem to be areal force.
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48.¥ g7+ 68 49.h4 Wb5 50.¥ g6+ &f8 51.Wf6+ g8 52.We6+ f8 53.n5 Wh1+ 54.¢2g2 Hel+?!

54..Wb7+! 55.f3 (55.¢2h2) 55...Wb2+ 56.%h3 Hf2+ 57.2h4 Wd4+ 58.g4 Hd3 looks OK for Black, as his centralised
pieces and weakened white structure is an obstacle to White' s plans.

55.82h3 Hd3 56.f4?!

56.Wf6+ g8 57.¢bg4! was correct and Black faces some problems.
56...2\f2+ 57.¢th4 He4! 58.n6 Wh1+ 59.%h3

59.¢bg4 Wd1+ 60.2f5 Hxg3+ is OK for Black.

59...%f3

59...Wel!

60.Wf5+ g8 61.Wg6+ ©f8 62.Bf5+

62.n7 Whi+ 63.cbg4 Wdl+ 64.5f5 Wd5+ 65.52g4 Wdl+=.

62...52g8 63.W g6+ &f8 64.Wg7+ e 65.We5+ &f8 66.Wh8+ f7 67.Wc7+ &f8 68.Wg7+ e8 69.f5
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69...20d6

Not losing, but 69...%h1+! 70.2g4 Wd1+ 71.82f4 Hd6 72.h7 Wf1+= was more accurate.
70.%e5+ ¢od7 71.We6+ 7!

71..56c6? 72.94 is alost cause...the knight must be able to create threats.

72.94 Hed!

And White cannot improve. The rest of the game wasn't difficult:

73.We7+ &heb 74.We8+ thc7 75.Me7+ dcb 76.We8+ the7 Yol

When the three forces (king, queen and knight) combine their power, they can take advantage of an opponent’ s bad king
placement to win:

4
Estevez Morales Guillermo
Lebredo Zarragoitia Gerardo
Bayamo 1984
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Black should be OK but he has to be careful.

A N w o N o

66...%d4?

66...%c7 was fine: 67.0e5+ b7 68.Wd5+ char=.

66...%d4? 67.He5+ b6 68.He6+ 25

Or 68...82¢7 69.%c6+ hb8 70.0d7+ a7 71.Wc7+ a8 72.Wh8H#.
69.%e7+?

Favour returned! Of course 69.%c8+ b6 70.#b8+ &c5 71.Wc7+ chb4 (71...2d5 72.Wc6#) 72.6) c6++— wasn't that
difficult!

69...22b6?

69...%d6=.

70.%f6+

70.We6+! c5 71.Wc8++—,

70...2b7?

Back to darkness again! 70...82¢5 and Black would be out of danger.

71.¥c6+ sha7 72.Wc7+ a8 73.Wc8+ sha7 74.5c6+ 1-0

5

K hismatullin Denis
Rakhmanov Alexander
Voronezh 2009
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The black king has been caught in a mating net.

49.Wf5+ bh6

49...shg7 50.Wg5+ &h8 51.Wh6+ g8 52.5)f6+.

50.¥f4+! g6

50...82h5 5156+ shg6 52.Wxga+ 26 53.Wh5+ shg7 54.Wh7+ bfg 55 W 74,

Gopal Geetha Narayanan
Kharitonov Alexandr
Cappélle-la-Grande 2010

51.¥xg4+ £h6 52.%h4+ cg6 53.0 8+ sg7 54.¥h7+ 1-0
6
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Here again the bad position of the black king decides.
56.%g8+! &h6

56...2xf6 57.Wh8+.

57.%h8+ 1-0

And Black resigned as his queen islost: 57...52g5 58.9) e4+.
But of course the pawns can be proven strong as well, especially when they are well-advanced:

7

Bacrot Etienne
Aronian Levon
Morelia/Linar es 2006
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Here Black’s pawns are quite far-advanced and the white king is too far away to create any threats...

50..¥d7+

A simpler win was 50...%f3+ 51.5)f6 (51.52e7 c2 52.Wg5 had! 53.¢exe6 Wa3—+) 51...c2 52.¥/g5 (52.W g1 ©b2 53.Wd4+
hbl—+) 52...Wc3 53.Wc5+ a2 54.Wa7+ Wa3 55.Wf2 chhl—+. Note how important the c4-pawn is, helping Black to get

out of checks!
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50...#d 7+ 51.¢bf6 Wd4+ 52.8xe6 c2 53.Was+ b2 54.¥hg+

There is no good alternative: 54.%h7+ ¢c3 55.Wf3+ Wd3 56.Wf6+ b3 57.Wf4 Wc3 58.Wcl Wh2 59.We3+ a2
60.Wa7+ Wa3 61.Wf2 Was+! 62.07 (62.5d5 hbl—+) 62.. Wh7+! 63.52g8 Wh2 64.Wa7+ dhbl—+.

54...sbcl 55.#g8 ¢d1! 0-1




QUEEN & PAWNSVSQUEEN & KNIGHT & PAWNS

In this ending the knight can prove to be a dangerous piece and can certainly offer good winning chances.

The usual stuff of mating threats and/or transposition to awon ending after a queen exchange are the two main ‘knight-
plans .

1

Grivas Efstratios
Karkanaque llir
Xanthi 1991
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Black is threatening to capture the last white pawn, and the natural 49.%f7 ¢d2, intending to bring the king over to b2,
might not help. The solution lies elsewhere, more specifically in the misplacement of the black king.

Ammhgmﬂm
“\\\\\
\

S

49.%d6!

Cutting off the black king and preparing his mating net with the assistance of the white king and knight. 49.%f7 ¢d2
50.Wd5+ &c2 51.50e4 b2 52.%d2+ Wc2 53.Wh4+ al 54.a4 should also win by the way, but it was a difficult
variation to calculate over the board after five hours of play...

49.%d6! &f3

Nothing is changed by 49...%xa2 50.0\f5+ thed 51.Wd4+ &f3 52.Wf4+ hg2 (52...22e2 53.Wh2++-) 53.5e3+ shgl
54.Wf1+ &h2 55.¢eha! +-,

50.4f5!
Also winning is 50.%d3+ ¢g2 51.Wed+.
50...%xa2?!

Black’slast chance, as 50...¢2e2 51.a3 just gives awon ending.



51.8f4+ g2
51...che2 52.Wh2+,

52.9e3+ sbgl 53.Wf1+ &h2

54.¢6h4! 1-0
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And Black will have to surrender his queen to avoid mate.

2

Kotronias Vasilios
Grivas Efstratios
Athens 1995
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In a possible ending without the queens, Black would have the upper hand. But White now includes hisking in an effort
to create amating net. The black pawns are more of a hindrance to their queen than assistants.

A N w o N o

\

60.seh4! oh7?

A very bad move! Black hasto stick to passive defence in the first instance, by playing 60...%g8! 61.%xb4 #d5! and the
fight continues.

61.5f6+ g7?

Black had to opt for 61...c6h6 62.#xd6!+, especially as the tempting 62.2)d5 g5+ 63.¢kg4 Wc2 64.Wh8+ ¥h7 65.%f8+
Wq7 66.Wxd6+ Wg6 67.Wf8+ Wg7 68.Wxg7+ txg7 69.2xb4 a5 is only suffice for a draw!

K.Miller suggested 62.9) g4+ as even stronger: 62...22h7 63.%xd6+—.

62.2d5+?

62.50h5+! wins easily: 62...56f7 63.8g7+ theb (63...50e8 64.5\f6+ ©d8 65.d7#) 64.Wg8+.
62...2h772!

62...52g8 is a more stubborn defence, but anyway White is clearly on top after: 63.52g5 Wf3 64.5\f6+ ©f7 65.Wc4++.



63.s2g5!
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The ing, queen and knight co-operate perfectly to create a mating net.

63... M3 64.0)\f6+ kg7 65.Wa7+ &f8 66.%b8+ 1-0

66... 27 67.We8+ g7 68.WgsH.

3

Van Wely L oek
Mamedyarov Shakhriyar
Bastia 2010
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Black isin danger, as the white king can advance and assist the attack.

A N w o N o

57..¥b2+ 58.¢2d3 Wh3+ 59.%2d4 Wh6+ 60.cked Wh1+ 61.c2d4
61.2d3! was White' s only chance.
61...%b2+?

A bad move, allowing the white king to join the attack on his counterpart. White had to continue with the natural
61...Wb6+ 62.cbed Wbl+ 63.5)d3.
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62.¢2c5! Who+ 63.2d6 c5+ 64.5c6 h5



64...a5 65.We7+ g8
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66.<2d5! Wh2 67.Wd8+ cg7 68.Wxa5+—is not an option either.

65.82d5

65.We7+! &h6 66.42d5!.

65...a5

The queen exchange is of no help: 65...%b7 66.%xc5 W7 67.Wxf7+ &xf7 68.62d6 h4 69.¢5 h3 70.0)e5++—.

66.We7+ ¢oh6
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67.2e5!
The white pieces combine excellently.
67...a4 68.0f7+ tg7 69.2g5+ h6 70.He6! 1-0

And with mate on the cards, Black resigned.

4
Bologan Viktor
Solak Dragan
Konya 2012
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White must firstly stop the dangerous black f-pawn and then see if he can benefit from his own passed pawn.

69.%d3 f2 70.ske2 g5 71.b4! h4

After 71...g4? 72.b5 h4 73.We3+ g6 74.Wed+ g5 75.b6 h3 76.¢bf1! wins but not 76.b7? h2 77.b8=1 f1=1+!
78.0)xf1 Wif3+ 79.Wixf3 gxf3+ 80.ef2 h1=W=,

72.b5 ¥c7?

A bad blunder which loses the game. Black had to opt for the afore-mentioned variation with 72...g4!
73.%e3! kh5 74.06 ¥d7 75.¢xf2 g4 76.We5+ g6 77.Hed!

The combination of an attack on the black king and the passed pawn is too much for Black.

77..¥d3 78.#f6+ ©h7 79.2 g5+ g8 80.%f7+ h8 81.Wf8# 1-0

5
Bruzon Batista L azaro
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White' s chances to win are good — but first he has to weaken Black’ s structure.

64.h5! gxh5

64...95 65.9e8+ ©h7 66.%f6 (the computer move is the ‘ nonhuman’ 66.%b8! Wh8 67.ce7+-) 66...Wxf6 67.2xf6+
g7 68.52e7+—and 64...56g8 65.2e7 Wel+ 66.50f6 W3+ 67.We5 Weo+ 68.5)e6! Wxeb+ 69.Wxeb fxeb 70.5xg6+—

aren’'t great alternatives.

65.5e8+ g8 66.2f6+ g7 67.0xh5+ g8 68.¢ke7?

A clear blunder. White would have winning chances after 68.5)f6+ $g7 69.5e8+ g8 70.Wf4! (70.%xh6? Wad+
71.%c6 Wxc6+ 72.¢xc6 oh7 73.00f6+ g6 74.00d7 f41=) 70..Wa7+ 71.0c7 cog7 72.Wxf5 Wd4+ 73.¢bc8.

68...%a7+ 69.%f6 Wal+ 70.¥e5
70.¢oxf5 Whl+ 71.0f4 Wel+=.

70.. ¥ a6+ 71.oxf5 Wd3+ 72.f4
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72..¥d2+?

And Black blundersin turn. He could retain the draw with 72...%f1+ 73.cbg4 Wd1+.
73.2f3! Wd3+ 74.52g2 Wd2+ 75.2h3 Wd7+ 76.g4

76.5oh4 Wds+ 77.Wf6+— was good as well.

76..Wd3+ 77.¢0h4 ¥d8+ 78.%f6! W8 79.2h3 Wa3+ 80.2h4 ¥f8 81.4Hg3!
Thefinal blow, threatening &f5-h6.

81.. ¥q7 82.Wxg7+ shxg7 83.2h5 ©f6 84.55 1-0

Of course exceptions do exist, especially when the pawns are connected and/or passed, while the knight lacks
counterplay.

6

Egger Mancilla Jorge Algandro
Papaioannou | oannis

| stanbul 2000
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An unclear ending, where White' s kingside pawns seem to be dangerous but Black is not without resources.
39.h4 ¥ig3! 40.%ed Wf2 41 Wxad

If 41.h5?! then 41...Wf1+ 42.cba2 W7+,

41.. ¥ixg2 42 Wf4+ ha7 43.¥ca W6 44.%c5+ b6 45.8d5 Wf6?!

45.. Wgl+ 46.%a2 Wg6 47.c4 D ab 48.c5 Wc2 49.cxb6+ soxb6 50.h5 & c4 seems to be holdable, as Black’s combined
attack with queen and knight cannot be underestimated -...2\d2 is a serious threat.

46.h5 »Hd4?

After this Black will not survive. He should have moved the knight in the other direction with 46...2e7! trying to stop
the h-pawn.

47.h6 ®f1+ 48.2a2 He2
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49.%d7+! a6 50.b4! Hc3+ 51.2b3 Ab5
51...5e4 52.Wd3+ Wxd3+ 53.cxd3 Hf6 54.52c4+—.
52.%d3 ¥h1

52...Wxd3+ 53.cxd3 £)d6 54.h7 Hf7 55.82¢c4 He5+ 56.50d5 g6 57.¢¢6 Hh8 58.a4 is curtains and 52...Wf6 53.%a4! is
easy aswell.

53.h7 &b7

53...Wa1 54.cha4! Web 55.n8=1+—,
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54.%xb5?!

54.¥d7+ Hc7 (54...52a6 55.Wc8+ ha7 56.n8=1+-) 55.%q7 Wh3+ (55...Wb1+ 56.%b2) 56.2b2+— was easier.
54...Wxh7 55.%d5+

The queen ending is no trouble for White now.

55...¢ka7 56.a4 Wh3+ 57.%d3 We6+ 58.%c4 Wh3+ 59.¢kb2 ¥hg+ 60.#c3 ¥h5 61.%c7+ a8

61...ca6 62.c3 We2+ 63.cha3+—.

62.a5 b5 63.%c8+ a7 64.%c5+ 1-0

64...%xc5 65.bxc5 ab 66.c6 xas 67.c7+—.



CHAPTER 3.
QUEEN VSROOK

The ending of queen vsrook looks like an easy one, but there are many details to be studied and applied.

The queen wins, but the main opponent is the 50-move rule and the restricted time to think that both opponents have at
their disposal, as in these late phases of the game they have usually consumed most of it and are living on the 30-
seconds/per move extraincrement.

We will ‘borrow’ some help in understanding this endgame from Derek Grimmell, who made an excellent study of this
ending in his ‘ Queen versus Rook Endgame Training Database’ (ChessBase 2008). It is probably the most accurate
work | have ever seen on this subject and | found it very helpful.

But let’s exam firstly some important concepts, starting with ways to defend:
1. Close defences: In which the king and rook stay within two squares of each other for mutual support and defence.

2. Distant defences: In which the rook separates itself from the king while remaining no more than one rank or file away
so asto re-join if needed.

3. Cut-off defences: In which the rook sets up a barrier to the white king' s progress and the black king supports this
barrier from some distance.

4. Harassment defences: In which the rook hides behind the white king and threatens a series of harassing checks from
either of two directions.

And how does the queen win this ending?

1. By giving mate: Although mate seems obvious, the queen has several mating patterns and threats available in this
ending that almost never appear in any other type of position.

We will call these ‘microwave mates because their scarcity in other positions makesit likely that a defender will
overlook them, allowing the queen a one-move mate with adelightful ‘surprise’ quality (for the attacker).

2. By forking the rook: The rook must often separate itself from the king due to the suffocating presence of the opposing
pieces.

When this happens, either the queen must find away to fork the rook, or she must force it to return to its king and
endure the process of suffocation.

Several standard techniques make these goals ssmpler to achieve: they improve the queen’ s ability to fork the rook. In
the sample games, the student will see several cases in which strong international players missed one-move forks, or
demonstrated alack of familiarity with the proper forking techniques.

3. By creating a zugzwang position: A well-prepared defender can avoid both of the first two dangers by proper
positioning. The stronger side must be familiar with a number of zugzwang positions. The Philidor is the best-known of
these.

And finally, how does the rook draw this ending?

1. By stalemate tricks: The queen’s main strategy is to force the rook toward the edge of the board to create zugzwang
(although there are a few zugzwang positions that can occur in the centre of the board).

When this happens, an over-eager attacker can easily fall into a stalemate trap. Even when the attacker avoids actual
stalemate, the defender can often prolong the defence through awareness of ‘ stalemate defences’, timeswhen it is safe
to place the undefended rook on an attacked square, for example, because capturing the rook would produce stalemate.

Again, we will see casesin which international players missed stalemate defences and missed potential-draws asa



result.

2. By skewer or pin of the queen: We understand that this ending is likely to occur late in a playing session. It is easy for
afatigued attacker facing stubborn defence to fall into a pin or skewer of the queen. In rare circumstances, this can
allow the rook to win.

3. By the 50-move rule: Thisisthe weaker side' srea defensive strength. Let us be clear about one fact: against a skilled
and knowledgeabl e attacker, even the best defence will lose well short of the 50-move rule. And yet for a skilled and
knowledgeable defender, this ending is much easier to defend than it isto win. Black’s two main ways of reaching the
50-moverule are:

3.1. By confusing the opponent: There are at least five types of positionsin this course in which the weaker side can
choose an objectively inferior defence that sets the attacker tremendous problems. An unprepared attacker is virtually
certain to choose the wrong approach and lose time.

3.2. By superior knowledge: There are yet more positions in which superior knowledge enables the defender to
recognize weak moves and exploit them to slip away along the edge of the board or toward the centre, and thus prolong
resistance.

The rule of thumb in this ending is that two escapes should draw; three escapes will draw.

Our first exampleis the most crucial of the survey:

1
Philidor Position
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Thisis the most important position to know; the so-called * Philidor Position’. In this standard position, it must be Black
to move.

1..Eh7

All aternatives equally lose:
1...cba6 2.Wc8.
1..Bb8 2.Wab#.



1...8b4 2. Wa5+.

1...8b3 2.Wd4+ ©b8 3.Wf4+ ha7 (3...22c8 4.Wf8H) 4.Wad+.

1..2b2 2. Wd4+.

1..Bbl 2.Wd4+ &b8 3.Wif4+ ha8
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4.8+ cha7 5.Wf2+ $Hb8 6.Wh2+ cha7 7.Wa2+.

1..8f7 2.Wd4+ b8 (2...cba8 3.Wal+) 3.Wh2+ a8 4.Wa2+.

1..8g7 2.Wd4+.

1..Bh7 2.Wa5+ b8 3.Wh4+ a7 4.Wa3+ b8 5.Wh3+ a7 6.Wa2+ b8 7.%g8+ 1-0

But what about practice? Theory is good but what happens when we get to a practical game? Let’slook at an example

featuring two great and well-known players:

Gelfand Boris
Svidler Peter
M oscow 2001

2
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Let’slook at awell-known example of what a tenacious defender can do against a super-GM.
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78... ¥ g6+ 79.¢2f3 ¢hd3 80.f2 ¥Wg5
80...Wc6 is a hit better, although it doesn’t make a big difference. But with the 50-moves rule every move counts.
81.¢bf3 Wig1

81...Wg6! is more effective, because Black pushes White toward the first rank, rather than the eighth, and White is
already closer to the first than the eighth. Knowing when and how to go either direction can save a great deal of trouble
in thisending.

82.8f5 We3+ 83.¢2g4 shed! 84.8f8 Wgl+ 85.%2h5?

85.%2h4 is best, although Black matesin 18 moves starting with 85...%c5.

85...%g7?

Overlooking the decisive 85...%c5+ can often happen to the attacker!

86.8f1 Web+

86...%7g3 here or on the next few movesiis correct, pushing the king to the shorter edge of the board.
87.skg4 We6+ 88.¢bg5 Wg8+ 89.%h4

If 89.¢bh5 then 89...Wg3.

89...¥g6! 90.2h3

90.2f2 isadightly better defence, although after 90...%d6 Black matesin 18.

90...c2e3



90...¥g5! pushing the king back is the right concept.

91.c2h4 ®h7+ 92.s2g3?!

92.¢bg5! saves White at least 7 moves.

92..Mg8+ 93.0h3

93.%h4? Wch+,

93...¥g5! 94.66h2 &e?

Not a mistake, but 94...%g4 should be the usual restriction method!

95.8g1 Wf4+ 96.2h3 Wh6+ 97.¢2g3 We3+ 98.2h2

S // // //’ //
A% A% A% A%
3/’/ /’/ ,/,j /’/
A% A% A== A% A:ﬁ, 2
W B
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98...&f 22!

98...Wd4! puts White in zugzwang and mates soon: 99.529g3 2 100.2g2+ &f1 101.£2h3 ¥hg+.
99.Hg2+ sbf1 100.8g4

Now Black haslost al the ground he gained and more.

100...¥e5+ 101.%h3 2 102.2h4 32!

Thisis an especialy difficult position to solve at the board. Y et thisis a common pattern that always responds to
102...%h2+! 103.¢eg5 <f3. Not only does it work here, but it is usually the best procedure everywhere except the
corner of the board.

103.Egé!



Gelfand knows his defensive tactics in #vE& endings. Svidler has gained no ground since move 85.
103...%e7+ 104.2h5 &f4 105.2h6?!

White misses the stalemate trick 105.8f6+! which would already come close to guaranteeing a draw by the 50-move
rule. The attacker must be very careful about approaching the defender on the (relative) sixth rank.

105...%h4+

105...f5! matesin 12.

106.52q7 sbf5!

See the comment to the 102nd move.

107.8h6 ¥e7+ 108.¢2g8 g5

108...¥d7 109.f8 &g5 is the killing sequence.

109.8h7 ®es+ 110.82g7
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110...¥e5+

110...Wed is the most precise.

111.¢6f7 ¥d5+ 112.seg7 Wd6

112...Wed!.

113.€2g8 sbg6 114.8g7+ f6 115.8f7+ the6 116.s2g7 ¥g3+

116...We5+! 117.2g8 Wd5 forces the ‘ Philidor Position’ in about five moves.



117.%2f8 ®ha 118.52g8 Wg5+

Black should force the position in the comments to the 116th move: 118...%d8+ 119.5f8 (119.¢eg7 Wg5+ 120.¢f8
Whb5!) 119...Wd4 120.8f7 Wd5.

119.897 ®d8+ 120.6h7 Wha+ 121.2g8 Wh5 122.8a7

It isalready too late to capture the rook before the 50-move rule applies. Gelfand’ s play suggests that he has already
made a deep study of the queen versus rook endgame.

122.. Wg6+ 123.6h8 W6+ 124.8g7 ®h6+ 125.g8 ®h2 126.8g6+ she7 127.8g7+ 68 128.896 Wh5 129.¢2q7 she7
Yol

What can we conclude from the above game? Svidler is clearly agreat chess player. He missed afew sudden
opportunities such as the fork at move 85, but the main problem was that he was unable to solve a concrete problem at
the board several times. In other words, he could have forced Gelfand back until awin was there for the taking, but did

not know the dozen or so basic but non-obvious ways to deliver the killing blow.

By contrast, Gelfand gave the impression of knowing which positions give the queen the greatest difficulty. He seemed
to steer towards these, even when they were objectively less good. Remember his example of tenacious defence!
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96...skc7

96...%2¢5 is equally good. More importantly, it creates the chance to get into ‘ Harassment’ defences, rather than moving
at onceto a‘Close’ defence.

97.%Wa7+ Bb7



97...%2¢6 moving towards the centre gives White more options to make mistakes.
98.Wc5+ b8

98...22d8 is better, again moving towards the centre: 99.#f8+ ¢bd7 100.%a8 c7 101.Wa6 2c8 (101...55b8 102.Wes!
2a7+ 103.5bb6 b7+ 104.52¢6 Ec7+ 105.52d6 Eb7 106.Wed Eb6+ 107.¢kc5 Eb7 108.¢2¢6 is a well-known method that
we came already met in the previous game) 102.#c6+ b8 103.%e6! .

99.¢ka6 Bd7 100.¥e5+!
Best! Ivanchuk seemsto know this ending well.

100...¢2c8 101.¢kb6 ¢d8
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102.kc6?!

102.%p8+! ¢he7 103.%2¢6 is precise.

102...8f7

Lautier continuesto fall back. using his chances. Ivanchuk is farther from mate than he was on move 95.
103. g5+ 2e8 104.¢2d6 82!

Black misses the fact that the ‘too-near’ king permits the stalemate defence 104...2f6+! 105.62d5 Ef7 getting off the
back rank and again Ivanchuk is no closer to mate than when he started. The best moveisvery hard for Whiteto find at
the board.

105.¢keb

Again atypical position, which against the edge of the board is very bad for Black.



105...8h7

Now it’satrivial win and Ivanchuk finishes the job smoothly. If 105...2b7 then 106.#c5+ g7 107.%d4+ g8
108.¢2f6! and with the checking square under control Black is doomed.

106.¥f6+ g8 107.¥ g6+

107.¥d8+ shg7 108.%e7+ sbg8 (108...sg6 109. W6+ bhs 110.2f5) 109.We8+ g7 110.Wf7+ ©2h6 111.Wi6+ ©hs
112.50f5.

107...8g7 108.%e8+ ¢kh7 109.¢0f6
The ‘Philidor Position’.
109...Eg4 110.%h5+ g8 111.¥xg4+ 1-0

So, in fact, late in asession and with little time left on the clock, even the strongest playersin the world overlook basic
patterns that either prolong the defence or end all resistance.
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69.8f2 ¥d5+ 70.h2 ¥d4

A Grandmaster knows a tremendous amount about chess, but not necessarily about this specific ending. Keeping the
diagonal with 70...%e4! places White in an immediate zugzwang.

71.52g2 ¥d3

Again 71...%d1 was more precise.



72.5g1 b3 73.8Bg2+ f3 74.8f2+ ske3 75.892 Wd4 76.8Eg3+ e2+7!
76...52f4+! forces the ‘ Philidor’ by awell-worn path.

77.5292 Wed+ 78.sg1

78.%2h3 is more stubborn: 78...%h1+ 79.¢bg4 &f2 and matein 13.
78..¥d4+?!

78..Wd5 79.8g2+ &f3.

79.2g2 Wf 47!

79..Wd5+ 80.¢2h3 &f2.

80.%h3 ¥he+ 81.¢hg4 Wg6+
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We have played 12 moves, and White is now 12 moves farther from mate than at the outset!
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82.42!

82.¢bh4! is by far the toughest.

82...¥d6+?!

82...Wf6+! 83.cbga bf2 (a pattern well-known by now) ends resistance.
83.ckg4 Wg6+ 84.2f4? Wf6+! 85.ced?

85.¢bg4 ismatein 14.

85...%h4+ 0-1



Here come some fresh examples, where the strongest side showed (more-or-less) good understanding. Probably they
studied Grimmell’ s analyses in depth!
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110...%b7?!

Black decidesto stay in the corner, which is a bad policy in general. He should focus towards the centre with 110...€2¢5!
when White needs 25 moves to mate.

111.%d8 Bb6?!

111...8cl was again correct, not allowing the white king to approach.

112.€c4 Now White matesin 16. 112...8c6+ 113.¢kb5 Ec7 114.¥d5+
114.%e8 is good as well.

114...sa7

After 114...55¢c8 we again meet awell-known pattern: 115.%a8+ ¢d7 116.52b6.

115.¢ka5 Bh7
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115...8b7 116.Wd4+ b8 117.cva6 8 118.%h8+.

116.¥d4+ b8 117.¥f4+ a7 118.We3+ b8 119.W g3+ a7 120.#gl1+ 1-0

And Black resigned due to 120...¢2b7 (120...52b8 121.%g8+) 121.Wb1+.
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Svidler received his lesson (see his previous game above) and now he is merciless!




97...8Bh6+ 98.ske7 Bg6 99.%d4+

99.Wh4 is a move quicker.

99...¢bg8 100.¥e5! Bgl

Best. If 100...2a6 then 101.#g3+ £h8 (101...cbh7 102.#d3+) 102.%c3+ ¢bh7 103.#d3+.

101.¥d5+ £h7 102.#d3+ $g8 103.%f6!

Now that the checking square (f1) is covered, the king approaches.

103...8g7 104.¥d5+ &h7 105.%h1+ ¢eg8 106.%h5 Ba7

106...2g1 107.%f7+ cbh8 108.%a7 £2g8 109.Wc7 2f8+ 110.c2g6 £g8+ 111.52h6.

107.¥d5+ 1-0

And Black resigned in view of 107...€6h7 (107...£2h8 108.#h1+ g8 109.%g1+) 108.%h1+ g8 109.W g1+,
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Asthe defending king iswell centralised, the win is one of the longest; 28 moves.
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82...%kd3
82...Ed3 keeps the win on the 28 moves mark, but the text reducesiit to 26!

83.Wc5 thed 84.9f5+ el 85.5keb5 Bd3 86.Wif4+ ke 87.shed Bd2



Black doesn’'t defend accurately. Again 87...2c3 was a bit better.
88.%f3+ el 89.¥h5

89.¢ke3? would be a clear blunder: 89...2d3+! 90.sxd3 but the text could also be improved on by 89.%h1+ e2
90.Wrc1!.

89...212 90.#h1 He2+ 91.¢bf4 Bd2 92.8h2+7!
92 Wed! He2 93.Wd4+ dhg2 94.cbg4 - in 14

92...sel 93.Wigl+ che2 94.ced!
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White has made progress and now needs ‘just’ 17 moves.
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94...8c2 95.W g2+ chd1 96.Wf1+ d2 97.€2d4 Bb2 98.%f2+ chcl 99.Wel+ c2 100.c4
White pushes the black king to the edge by the usual motif.
100...8a2 101.We2+ bl 102.¥d1+ b2 103.¢2b4 Ha8 104.%e2+ 1-0

The rook was forced to leave the king’ s protection and now White easily picksit up: 104...&2c1 105.%f1+ &c2
106.¥rg2+.
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105...¢ef7 106.%d5+
106.%g5 is more accurate - the stronger side doesn't always have to check!

106...82g6 107.s2e7 Ef5 108.#d3 g5 109.¢ke6 Bf6+ 110.c2e5 Bf8 111.Wg3+ &h5
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112.2e6!
Black is running short of moves...

112...&h6



112...2e8+ loses to 113.2f7 2d8 114.% g6+ 2h4 115.%f6+.

113.%h4+ sbg6 114.Wga+ oh7

114...5h6 115.5%€7.

115.be7 298 116.%h5+ sbg7 117.%h3

Of course, the text move wins but 117.%d5 is more harmonious- the queen operates better when centralised!
117...sg6 118.¥h4 Bg7+ 119.¢ke6 1-0

And Black resigned as the end is nigh: 119...2a7 120.% g3+ &h5 121.%Wh2+ &g6 122.%g1+ or 119...298 120.%Wed+ bh6
(120...8g7 1215267 hh6 122.8f7 Hg7+ 123.8f6) 121.8f7 Bg7+ 122.56 Bgb 123.Wf4.

The most common and the most difficult to meet isthe so-called ‘ Third Rank Defence’.

This defence can be executed either on arank or file style. It must be noted that alot of valuable work has been made by
A.Dritte Reihe.

To achieve a“Third Rank Defence’, the ‘rook’ king has to be placed on the edge of the board, on one of the two middie
sguares, with his rook on the respective third file/rank.

When the ‘rook’ king has access to both central squares, he has the greatest amount of flexibility, so the ‘queen’ side
should always take away one of these squares.

This defence isimportant; if you have the rook and face a not-fully-prepared opponent, you may be able to gain ten
moves or more while your opponent learns that there is no obvious way to cut-off the rook from the third file/rank.

Aslong asthe ‘rook’ side preserves hisking on the central squares, it's always possible to have one safe square for the
rook, keeping the vital ‘blockade'.
The defence can be broken by a quite central queen move, in the form of a knight-standing with its king.

The next two examples will help to illuminate the subject:
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This game ended here with a draw agreement because of the 50-moves rule! But of course it can now help usto
understand the mechanism of the defence. Aslong as White simply tries to dominate the rook, there is always one
escape square.

White' s problem is that the king and queen alone cannot dominate the rook on the entire third rank. So, White must start
with 136.cbed4 Ef6 137.cbe5 2f7 138.Wd3!

(A quiet but very strong move. Wrong would be 138.%g8? 12f3 139.¢be4 22 140.Wg3 2f7 and we have again the initial
position but White has lost some moves! After 138.cbe6 White has achieved the maximum square control to dominate
the rook on the f-file, but still the rook has avalid escape: 138...2f8. It’s critical for Black that it is White to movein
this position. Black to move would have to move the rook off the third rank. Thisis why Black moves the rook to a
square of the opposite colour to the square of the white king; usually aknight’s move away. By doing this, Black
ensures that White will never dominate the rook. Of course White is still winning: 139.%e5+ g6
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140.%d4! [again the ‘knight-move' standing of king and queen!] 140...2e8+ 141.¢d7 2f8 142.Wga+ ¢h6 143.c2e7 and
Black has to abandon the third rank: 143...8f2 [143...8f1 144.%Wh3++-] 144.Wh4++-)

138...¢bg5 139.Wd8+ g6 140.Wg8+ Hg7 141.We6+ bh7 142.5f5 and the defence is broken. The end might be:

142.. £g2 143.Wd7+ Hg7 144.904) Bf 7+ 145.5066 g8 146.Wd5! Bg7 147.6f6+ ©h7 148.Wh1+ g8 149.Wag+ &oh7
150.%e8 (achieving the ‘ Philidor Position’) 150...2a7 151.%g6+ ©h8 152.Wg1! 2d7 153.Wc5 2d8 154.%h5+ &g8
155.#g6+ oh8 156.g74.

Yo-Ye
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WEell, the white pieces are a bit far away, but still the win shouldn’t take more than 26 moves with accurate play - which
of course is probably impossible in battle (game) conditions!
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66...Ef6

The correct defence - the rook should be placed next to its king.
67.82d4 Bf4+ 68.¢2e3 Bf6 69.%d5!

Centralisation!

69...8f5 70.¥g8+ oh5 71.¢hed Ef1

Thisisthefirst non-book move (!) which losesin 20 moves and not in 21 as with the moves 71...8f6 or 71...2f2. Well,
not abig deal | would say...

72.¥c4! Bf6 73.¢be5 Bf2 74.Wc5 Bf 1 75.Wd5 Bf8 76.52e6+ shga 77.Wg2+ h4a



If 77...&h5 then the usual 78.¥g3 &2h6 79.Wg4.
78.Wg6! Bf1 79.¢be5 Bf3 80.2e4 Bf1 81.2e3 $h3 82.Wg5 ¢kh2 83.¢ke2 1-0

And Black resigned: 83...2g1 84.Wh4+ c2g2 85.Wd4! vh2 86.¢bf2 2g2+ 87.¢bf1 2g3 88.Wh4+ £h3 89.Wf2+ &hl
90. W g2,
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84.8Be7+ f4 85.8f7+ g5 86.8g7+ f6
The checks are over, for the time being at least!
87.8g3 f5 88.¢bh2 ¢hf4 89.8a3

The alternative was 89.2g2 Wel 90.2g7 (90.2h3 Whi+ 91.2h2 W3+ 92.6bh4 Wga#) 90...We5 91.89g2 f3+ 92.¢bhl
Wal+ 93.6h2 Wel!l and we have the ‘ Philidor Position’. Now the rook is lost.

89...Wc2+ 90.2h3 ¥h7+ 91.¢kg2 ¥b7+ 0-1
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64...sf2 65.%f4 Bc3 66.%d5

66.%d1! would be more accurate, pushing the black king to the edge.
66...cke2 67.¥d4 Bd3 68.¥b2+ td1 69.22e4 Bh3 70.Wal+ she2 71.Wa6+ f2 72.¥b6+ ofl 73.¢0f4 Bc3 74.¥b2
74.%d4 2h3 75.¢g4 2h2 76.¢g3 Bg2+ 77.f3+—.

74...2h3 75.%¥d2 8h6 76.Wcl1+

76.Wd3+! chel 77.2g3 Eh5 78.¥c2 and the rook is lost.

76...52e2 77.Wc2+ hel 78.62g3 Bd6 79.Wf2+

79.Wed+ cbdl 80.Wad+ e2 81.Wgd+ wins the rook as well!
79...82d1 80.Wf1+ ¢bc2 81.Wca+ chdl 82.¢bf3

82.Wa4+!

82..Ed2

Now the rook is saved but not the half-point...

83.Wad+ el 84.¢ke3 Bb2 85.Wca+ Bc2
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86.%h4

86.%d4 bb1 87.¢bd3 b2 88.¢kc3 va2 89.¥d1 and we have the ‘ Philidor Position’.

86...2c8 87.¢2d3 Bc6

Not the best defence. 87...2d8+ 88.¢bc3 Ec8+ 89.82b3 Ee8 makes the win at least 10 moves longer.

88.Wa3+ &bl 89.%h3+ cl 90.Wad! Bd6+ 91.¢hc3 Bd3+ 92.¢exd3 1-0
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Asthe pieces are far away from each other, the win should take approximately 28 moves with accurate play.
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65.8h2 d6 66.8c2 Wbl 67.¢2c3 d5 68.8d2+ shcb 69.8b2 Wel+ 70.2b3 hd4 71.%a2 ¢c3 72.8b3+ tc4 73.8b2
Wd1
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73..We5! 74.5c2+ ¢d3 75.82b2 ¢he3 76.¢hbl Wel+ 77.¢ha2 Wd1 and we have reached the ‘ Philidor Position’.

74.8b8 ¥c2+ 75.8b2 Wad+ 76.¢bb1 sec3
76...%d1+ 77.%a2 ¢hc3 isthe ‘ Philidor Position’.

77.82b6 ¥d1+ 78.%a2 Wd5+ 79.82b1 Wf5+ 0-1



And White resigned, as the choice between mate or losing the rook is not pleasant.

The ending is of course won for the queen, but asit is not often encountered even the very strongest players do not
know how to handle it perfectly. The usual accompanying time-trouble is a negative aspect as well, and the 50-moves
rule the nightmare of the queen and the heaven of the rook!

QUEEN VSROOK & PAWN

When the side with the rook has an extra pawn then things may turn out differently, provided of course that the ‘rook’
king and rook are close to the pawn and the opposing ‘ queen’ king cannot attack from behind. The basic (but not
absolute in some cases) rules are:

1. With acentral (c/f- and d/e) pawn: Draw on 2nd, 6th and 7th, otherwise win.
2. With aknight pawn (b/g): Nearly always draw (beware of the 5th rank).
3. With arook pawn (a/h): Draw on 3rd and 7th, otherwise win.

The further the pawn is advanced, the greater the chances are for adraw. For instance, the ‘queen’ sidewinsin all cases
when his king blocks a pawn that has not crossed the middle line. Almost all positions with the pawn on the 5th rank
are won. However if the pawn has reached the 6th or 7th rank, a draw is quite probable.

In general, for better defence the following should be kept in mind:

1. The rook should have two safe squares, as otherwise it might have to move away from its king and thereby find itself
lost.

2. The‘rook’ king should be on the short side of the board (either ranks or files).

3. The‘queen’ king shouldn’'t be allowed to cross the rank of the pawn and attack from behind.
But of course there are many positions; so many exceptions to the above rules do exist...

Let’s start our examination with some positions with the pawn on the 7th rank:

Example 1
Philidor Francois-Andre
Study 1777

'
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A typical drawn position: Black holds his king on the 7th and 8th ranks, preventing the white queen from entering the
important d8-square. The rook has two safe squares at its disposal (e6 and c6); therefore a zugzwang cannot be created.

Example 2
Khenkin Viktor
Study 1981
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If the white king has crossed the 6th rank, Black’ s position is no longer foolproof. For example, this case depends on
who isto move. Black on move achieves adraw after 1...£2¢7(c8)!. He should keep a distance between the kingsin
order to avoid mate threats. With White on the move, he wins:

1.¥h8+! &e7 2.¢g7

With the threat #/f8#.

2...8c6

If 2...2d6 then 3.¥7b4 wins.

3.Wf8+ cheb 4.Wf6+

4.¥b4) bd5 5.7 Heb 6.Wb7+ d6 7.Wh6+ d5 8.¥c7+— is also good, according to Dvoretsky.
4...52d5 5.¥d8 &d6 6.7

The queen has occupied the important d8-square, and now the king can attack the pawn. His opponent, forced to stand
in front of the pawn, only hinders his own rook.

6...8c5 7.¥b6+ Ec6 8.Wh8+ d5 9.¢ke7 1-0
And the pawn is lost.

1



Chiburdanidze Maia
Akhmilovskaya Donaldson Elena
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As mentioned, the position is won for White.
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64...52d6 65.%g7
65.We8! is more accurate.

65...2b5 66.¥g3+ bd7 67.%a3 Bd5 68.8b4 Bf5 69.807+ ©d8 70.¥b8+ d7 71.c2d4 Bd5+ 72.bc4 te7 7308 Bf5
74.%96

White hasn't realy made any progress; the only difference after her 64th move isthat her king stands on c4 instead of
ed.

74...5d7 75.%g3! Bd5 76.¥ g7+ el 77.%f6 d7 78.Wf7+ &d6 79.%e8!

Finally White finds the correct procedure and her last five moves are the best!

79...Bc5+ 80.¢kb4 Bd5 81.Wd8+ eb5 82.We7

Thisistheright plan: push the black king back by placing the queen on the squares €8 and e7.
82...5f5 83.2¢3 ke 84.Wif8 Bd7 85.Wh8+ &f5

85...¢d6 loses to
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86.%e8! 2h7 87.%h8+ hc6 88.1/g8 He7 89.ckc4.
86.skc4 Bd5 87.¥g7 1-0

And Black resigned: 87...c2e4 88.16 He5 89.h6 5 9088+ shed (90...82g6 91.52d4 Bd5+ 92.ched Bf5 93.We7 16
94.she5+-) 91 Wif6!

Example 3
Khenkin Viktor
Study 1981
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The closer the pawn is to the edge, the greater the defensive resources are. This sort of position (with the king in front of
the pawn) islost when the pawn is central. With a bishop pawn, the outcome depends on the specificsof piece
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placement. Here (the knight pawn) Black holds a draw easily; the sameisvalid for the white king on €5, but not if the
king getsto €7 (Dvoretsky). This study of V.Khenkin has some flaws, as here he analyses

1..Bf1?

Which loses! Also bad is 1...2h6? 2.%h8+ g6 3.¥h5#, but to avoid the double attack,

Black should place hisrook on adark square: 1...2f2! 2.¥d5 ¢bh7 with an easy draw according to Dvoretsky.
1..Ede!

and 1...Eb6! are also good enough.

1..Bf1? 2.%d5?

Now White can win if he plays 2.%e8+! h7 (2...2f7 3.2h4 &f6 4.66h5+-) 3.Wh5+ ¢bg8 4.Wd5+ &f8 (4...cbh8 5.¥d8+
bh7 6.Wd3+) 5.Wc5+ g8 6.Wca+ Ef7 7.52g5+— (Dvoretsky).

2..8gl+! 3.2h3
3.5hf3 Bf 1+ 4.55g3 B6=.
3...88h7 4.4 &h8 5.2h5 &h7 6.Wed+ ©h8 YoY%

And White cannot make any progress. If his queen abandons the a8-h1 diagona Black transposes into the drawn
Philidor position after...&h1-h6.

Example 4
Berger Johann
Study 1921
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With the rook pawn on the 7th rank, Black loses because the rook has only one safe square at its disposal.

1.%e7



And Black isin zugzwang, as any move drastically worsens his position.
1...Ba6

1...892 2.Wd8+ g7 3.Wd4+ bh6 4.We3+ g7 5.Wc3+! b8 6.Wc8+ g7 7.Wb7+ or 1...2g1 2.Wd8+ &f7 3.Wc7+
chg8 4.Wh8+ g7 5. a7+ or 1...2h8 2.8+ Hg8 3.6+ Hg7 4.50e6! (48657 h6!=) 4...h5 5.8h6+ or, findly, 1..2h6
2.¢bg5 296+ 3.6bh5 (position from G.Laza) 3...5bh8 (3...2a6 4.Wd8+ g7 5.Wc7+) 4.Wf8+ 298 5.Wf6+ 2g7 6.2h6+—.

2.Wd8+ g7 3.#d7+ &h6 4.%b7

4.¥c7! g6 5.We7! at onceis better.

4..8d6

4..2a3 5.Wc6+ g7 6.Wd7++—.

5.%e7 Bgb

A reciprocal zugzwang. White, with the help of atriangular queen maneuver, gives his opponent the move.
6.8+ &h5 7.8f7 &h6 8.We7H Bg2 9.We3+ g7 10.Wc3+ &f7 11.Wc7+ g8 12. b8+ g7 13. b7+ 1-0
Of course, theory and practice are two different things! Let’'s see why:

2

Anand Viswanathan
Ragger Markus
Germany 2014
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This position is drawn but Black managed to loseit...

55.. . Bf5+



55...Ed1+ and anywhere on the f-file are also OK moves.

56.xd6 Bf6+! 57.s2d7

57.sheb Heb+! (57...8f1?7 58.Wa8+-) 58.f5 2f6+! isthe point! 57.¢2e7 £g6! issimilar to the idea that Black should use
in the game.

57..Bf5?

Loses! 57...2g6! was the drawing method and if the white queen leaves {8, with let’s say 58.W¢e7, Black achieves the
drawn position with 58...&2g7.

58.%d6! Eg5

58...56g7 59.¢be8 Hg5 60.W/f8++—.

59.%f4 g6 60.%e7!

Now the white king can operate from behind enemy lines.

60...2f5 61.8g4+ Bg5 62.Wed+ Bf5 63.#d3 g5 64.8g3+ bh5 65.¢2e8 hh6 66.%g4 26 67.¢2f8 1-0

Pawns on the 6th rank can create more interesting positions! A rook’s pawn loses when on the 7th rank, but draws when
on the 6th!

Example5

Guretzky-Cornitz Bernhard

Study 1864
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Here the rook has only one safe square (b5), therefore the white king needs to breakthrough using a zugzwang
technique. However he can neither force the gain of the rook nor smoke the king out from the corner.

A N w o N
W

1.%e7+ &hb8 2.We8+ b7 3.#d8 a7 4.%c8 Bb7!



Black should by no means abandon the corner. 4...22b6? |oses after 5.%h8+ ¢bc6 (5...2ab 6.Wd8+ had 7.Wd2 a3

8.Wd6++-) 6.Wa7 Eb6 (6...2a5 7.50b4 Bb5+ 8.chad Eb6 9.ha5+-) 7.2d4 ©b5 (7...Eba+ 8.52¢3 Bb6 9.drcdl+-) 8. Wd7+

&b4a 9.Wc7 Bh6 10.We7+ had 11.Wes+ ¢hab 12.¢hc5+—.

5.%c5+

Thisis stronger than 5.82¢5 Eb5+ 6.52c6 Eb6+ 7.82¢7 Eb5 8.W g4 Eb7+ 9.22¢6 Eb6+.

5...%a8 6.¥d6 a7 7.¥d4+ ¢ha8 8.¢hc5 a7 9.¢hc6+ a8
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10.Wd8+ Bb8 11.Wa5 a7 12.Wc7+ a8 13.Wf4
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13..Bb7! Y-

This precise defensive move prevents the occupation of the important c7- and c8-squares by the white king. 13...8b5?
losesto 14.¢2¢7! a7 (14...8b7+ 15.¢b¢8 Bb5 16.Wc7+-) 15.%d6 2b8 16.Wc5+ a8 17.Wc6+ cha7 18.%d6! (a decisive
zugzwang) 18...2b7+ 19.¢bc8 Eb5 20.Wd7+ ka8 21.Wc7 2bl 22.Wc6+ a7 23.Wc5+ had 24.Wd5+ a7 25.Wd4+ a8
26.Wed++—,

If we shift the above starting position one or two ranks lower, Black loses; too many squares demand protection behind
the pawn in this case, and the pieces cannot successfully tackle this problem.

Keep in mind that, as V.Khenkin stated, White wins against the pawn on a6 if hisking is standing on the a-file. He
prepares skab by means of resolute queen actions, forcing the black king away from the 7th rank and the rook away
from bb5.

ienrose\]onathan

Hartston William

Coventry 1970
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a b c de f gh
70...2h7?

Black should not let the white king settle on the f7- and f8-squares. 70...8g7! isadraw.
71.Bf7! Bg5 72.8f6 Bg8 73.We6! Bg5 74.%f8 h5
74...29g7 75.Wf5+ h8 (75...2g6 76.Lf7+-) 76.Wf6+—.

75.9f7+ h6 76.Wf6+ Bg6 77.Wf4+ &h7 78.We5! hh6 79.67 h4 80.%e4 1-0

4
Kramnik Vladimir
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75.¢2d3

Black’sking istoo far from the h-pawn to create afortress.
75...8e6 76.¥b5+ ¢d6 77.52d4 she7 78.Hf5!

Theroad to safety is cut-off!

78..8f6 79.¥h7+ &f8 80.2e5 Bab 81.¥b7

81.%d7! isthe accurate continuation.

81...2g6 82.¥h7!

82.2f521 Bg5+ 83.56f6 g8 84.Wh3++— is also awin according to the engines, but it unnecessarily prolongs the game.
82...8ab

82...2c6 83.We4 Bc7 84.566 Hf 7+ 85.¢6g6+—.

83.%¥d31-0

Black resigned. After 83...2a7 84.Wd4 (84.<2f6+-) 84...2f7 85.%h4 ¢hg7 86.52e6 Ef8 87.Wgd+ bh7 88.cbe7 Eg8
89.Wc4 chg7 90.We6 Rh7 91.¢bf7 Eg5 92.¢2f8+— we have an easy win.

Example 6
Philidor Francois-Andre
Study 1777
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Another study by A.Philidor! If the black pawn is a central or bishop’s pawn and stands on the 5th or 6th rank, Black is
lost. White's plan consists of the following stages:
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1) To occupy squares behind the pawn, with the help of zugzwang, and drive the black king out to d5 from where he
will obstruct his own rook.

2) To cross the 5th rank with his king.
3) To breakthrough with the king to the e-file and the pawn.

1.¥h7+ &d8

Both 1...¢2f8? 2.¥d7 and 1...cke8? 2.Wc7 are hopeless. In case of 1...cke6?! 2.Wc7 Ecb5 3.%d8 White' s mission becomes
easier than after the text move: 3...2e5 4.We8+ &d5 (4...2f6? 5.Wd7 2d5 [5...2e6 6.%c6 &f7 7.Wb7+ g6 8.Wc7 &f6

/ / / _
%’%”%@%%
R s

a b c de f gh

i

A N w b OO N o




9.Wd71+-] 6.5be4 Ee5+ 7.%2d4 2eb 8.¢d5+-) 5.¥¢8 transposes into the main line.
2.Wf71 be8

Thisis better than 2...2e7? 3.W g8+ &d7 4.¢bf5+— and 2...2c5 3.Web6 thc7 4.We7+ dc6 5.%d8 2e5 6.Wc8+ &d5 7.W a8+
¢he6 8.We8+ wd5 9. c8! transposesinto the main line.

3.Wa7 ¢ds
Easier is 3...2c5 4. We7+—.
4. ¥b8+ ¢od7 5.8b7+ &d8 6.Wce! &e7 7.Wc7+ &eb 8.¥d8 &d5

The sameis 8...2f5+ 9.¢tg4 Ee5 10.Wes+ bd5 11.Wc8+—.
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9.Wcg!?
The first stage ends successfully. Black isin zugzwang and he is forced to give way to the white king. Andre Cheron

recommended 9.%d7!? and now:

a) 9...%2¢5 10.Wb7! ¢d4 (10...Ee2 11.Wa7+ od5 12.Wa8+ hc5 13.Was+ chdd 14.Wba++-) 11.Wc6 Hd5 12.¢bf3! e5
(12...2f5+ 13.¢bg4 E2d5 14.6f41+-) 13.¢be3 Ec5 (13...28d1 14.Wc3++—; 13...50e6 14.Wc4 e5 15.Wed++-) 14.We8+
bf6 (14...2f5 15. W7+ eb 16.We7+ cbd5 17.Wed#) 15.Wd7 2d5 16.22e4 2d1 17.Wgd+— (K.Salvioli) or 17.%f5+!?
¢he7 18.W g5+ (Dvoretsky).

b) 9...2h5 10.Wb5++—,

C) 9..Bed+ 10515 Be5+ 11.976 Bed (11...52¢5 12.Wh71) 12.Wh5+ thd4

c1) 13.%c6 (A.Cheron) 13...d5 14.¥b5 2e3 15.Wb4+ od3 16.Wc5 d4 17.5f5

c11) 17..2el 185+ dre3 (18...55d2 19.Wha++-) 19.We5++—

c12) 17..Be2 18.Wa3+ d2 (18...hc2 19.Wa2+ 2d3 20.Wb3++-) 19.f4

c121) 19...2€3 20.Wb2+ shd3 21.Wh3+ d2 (21...she2 22.Wc2+ shel 23.Wca Bh3 24.5hgd+-) 22.Wc4 Bd3 28 shed+—,



c122) 19...62¢2 20.9a2+ d3 21. W03+ 2d2 22.Wca! d3 23.Wdd! (23.Wc5? dhdl 24.Wc3 d2 25.13 shcl! 26.8c3+ bl
27 Wih3+ shel 28.Wca+ shdl 29,03 Be7 30.812 He8 31.Wad+ dhcl 32.Wc6+ hb2= [B.Guretzky-Cornitz, 1864];
23.Wba+! she2 24.03+—[G.Lisitsyn]) 23...55¢2 (23...2e8 24.Wh2+ dhd1 [24...shel 25. 95! 2d8 26.50e3 fl
27.Wf5++-] 255! 2d8 26.52e3 e 27.Wc5+ shdl 28.Wh6+-) 24.50f3 Bel 25.Wca+ Bd2 26,84+ dl 27.Wh2!
Be2 28.Wc3 Bd2 29.Wcd! (29.5he3 He2+ 30.8oxd3? He3+=) 29...chel 30.Wha!+— (A.Cheron).

c2) 13.Wh4+! ¢bd5 14.Wd2+ c5 15.Wc3+ ¢hd5 16.Wd3+, transposes to the main line.
9..Bed+

If 9..2h57 10.%a8+ d4 11.Wad++— or 9...2e7 10.Wg8+! (10.:f5 Bf7+ 11.d2g6 [11.55g5! - Dvoretsky] 11...2f4 -
A.Cheron), with the idea &f5. If 9...82d4 then 10.%¢6 2d5 and, according to C. Salvioli 11.¢2f3! ¢he5 (11...8f5+
12.cg4 Bd5 13.¢0f4!+-) 12.¢be3 Ec5 13.We8+ &f6 (13...50f5 14.Wf7+ heb 15.We7++-) 14.Wd7 2d5 15.ed+—.

10.%f5 Be5+ 11.¢06

The second stage is also fulfilled.

11..Bed4

Both 11...8el 12.#b7+ &c5 13.Wc7+ ¢od5 14.Wa5+ and 11...8e2 12.Wa8+ vd4 13.Wad+ bc5 14.Wa3+ lose rapidly.
12.¥¢3!

A neat method that stems from B. Guretzky-Cornitz (1864). Philidor analysed a dightly slower process: 12.%f5+ £e5
13.%d3+ &c5 14.Wd2! heb (14...2e8 15.Wab++—; 14...2e4 15.Wc3+ bd5 16.Wd3+ 2d4 17.Wb5+ ed 18.50e6+-)
15.%d4 &d7 16.%c4 Ec5 (16...52d8 17.Wc6+—; 16...2e7 17.Wad+ d8 18.Wa8++—; 16...2e3 17.Wad+ 2d8 18.WaS++—;
16...2e8 17.Wad+ ¢bd8 18.Wb5+—; 16...2a5 17.Wh4! Ec5 18.Wh7+ Ec7 19.Wh5+ 2c6 20.¢0f7 e 21.¢be6+-) 17.Wf7+
hc6 18.¢he7 Be5+ 19.2d8 Ec5 20.Wd7+ &d5 21.¢ke7 2c6 22. W5+ ched 23.¢d7 Ecb 24.Wed+ and 25.82xd6, winning
(A.Philidor). The computer engines prefer 12.Wb7+ (or 12.Wa8+) 12...52d4 13.%¢6 d5 14.Wh6+ &d3 (14...c2c4
15.5f51+-) 15.%c5 d4 16.Wa3+ e2 (16...52c4 17.Wcl++—; 16...52¢2 17.Wh4+-) 17.Wh2+ el 18.Wcl+ e?
19.%Wc2+ he3 20.2f5 Ef4+ 21.50e5 d3 22.Wc5+ ©f3 23.Wc6+ el 24.Wh6+—.

12.. Beb+
12...865 loses to 13.¢f7!

13.¢bf7 Beb



33>
/////@/
i, K

%%@E%
. .
%@////

o,
.

a b cde f gh

A N w o N o

14.¢bf8!

Zugzwang again. Black must let the white king cross the e-file. 14.%h3+ &2d4 15.Wad+ &d5 16.Wb5+ bd4 17.%c6 d5
18.Wad+ d3 19.Wd1+ shed 20.We2+ d4 21.Wb2+ hed 22.f6+—is the computer engines suggestion, which makes
no difference to the outcome.

14..8ed
14...s0e4 15.Wc4+ bf5 16.Wd3+ heb 17.22e8+— or 14...2e6 15.Wh3+ teb5 16.50f7 Ef6+ 17.2e7+—.

15.%d3+ Ed4

Or 15...50e5 16.5067 d5 17.Wg3+ Bf4 (17...2d4+ 18.50d6 thed 19.Wg2 £d4 20.Wc2++—; 17...f5+ 18.52d6 d4 19.%d3
bf4 20.2d5+-) 18.We3+ Hed 19.W g5+ chdd+ 20.50d6+—

16.Wf5+ dbca 17.9c2+ &d5 18.¢2e7 she5 19.¢d7 Bd5 20.We2+ hf4 21.¢hc6 Bd4 22.82b5 hf5 23.We3 Bed 24.Wd3
che5 25.¢¢c6 Bd4 26.We3+ Red 27.Wg5+ theb 28.W g6+ he5 29.Wxd6+ 1-0

And White wins. The identical plan brings success against a black pawn on d5. With the pawn on d4, Black also loses.
If the pawn stands on ¢6 or ¢5, White wins too, although his task is even more complicated.

5
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74...52e7 75.Wa7+ d6 76.%h8+ &d7 77.¥b7+ ed6 78.¥c8

The *pushing’ method!

78...ske7 79.Wic7+ e8

79...52f6 loses to 80.Wd8+ bf7 81.Wd7+ ¢bf6 82.We8, asin the game.

80.%d6! f7 81.Wd7+ ¢bf6 82.We8 Egs+ 83.%2h4 Bf5 84.Wif8+ g6 85.We7 Beb 86.2g4 Hed+ 87.2f3 Bel 88.%h4

88.b4 was quicker: 88...Bf1+ (88...e5+ 89.52f3+-) 89.5bg3 Bel 90.Wd6 shf7 91.Wf4+ ched 92.Wh8+ td7 93.Wh5+

¢hc8 94.chf4+—,

88...2e5 89.We7 Hel 90.%2f4 Bf 1+ 91.ke5

White should follow the variation after the 88th move.

91...Bel+ 92.¢bd6 Bd1+ 93.¢bc6 Bel?!

93...Ec1+ should be played, when White ought to return to g3: 94.¢2d6 2d1+ 95.52e5 Bel+ 96.¢0f4 2f1+ 97.¢bg3.

94.%h4 Be5 95.¢2d6 Bh5 96.Wed+ g7 97.82xe6

And therest is easy.

97...Bh6+ 98.¢ke7 Bg6 99.Wd4+ g8 100.W¥e5 Bgl 101.Wd5+ bh7 102.¥d3+ g8 103.¢2f6 Bg7 104.¥d5+ &h7

105.#h1+ &g8 106.%h5 Ea7 107.#d5+ 1-0

6

Topalov Vesdin
Piket Jeroen
Monte Carlo 2002




,%,/ B
o R W
e w W m
% 3 5
e
R R B

aaaaa

a b cde f gh

Even in ablindfold game, a good player knows what to do!

A N w o N o

43..8e5 44.Wh4 Bg5+ 45.212 Beb 46.2f3 Bf5+ 47.¢hed Be5+ 48.¢2f4

48.5bd4! Bg5 49.Wh3 is accurate.

48...Eg5 49.%h3 Be5 50.%c8 Bg5 51.#d 7+ g6 52.8e8+ shg7 53.We7+ shg6 54. W 8l
As usual, the gueen pushes and squeezes the enemy king.

54..Bf5+ 55.¢he4 Be5+ 56.¢2d4 Bg5 57.%g8+ hh6 58.W7 Bf5 59.ched Be5+ 60.50d4 Bf5
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61.%f8+

AsBlack isin zugzwang, 61.%2c4! would do the job: 61...2f3 62.52d5 Ef5+ 63.22d6 (63.52e6 Be5+! 64.59xf6? Bf5+!)
63...2g5 64.%f8+ &g6 65.Wg8+ bh6 66.Wf7 1f5 67.52d7+-.

61...82g6 62.W g8+ &h6 63.Wf7 Bf4+ 64.d5 Bf5+ 65.¢d6 Eg5
Of course White wins as we noted above, but here the famous mouse-slip appeared:
66.%g7+? Exg7 0-1

A draw still can be achieved when the knight pawn has left the 7th rank. If it is standing on the 6th rank, Black should
keep his king behind it; if the pawn has reached the 4th or 5th rank; the king may be placed in front of it as well.

The main difference in these positions compared to those with a bishop pawn, or a central pawn, is the impossibility of
gueen’s attacks against the king from the flank. The defensive method is similar to that with the a6-pawn.

Example 7
Guretzky-Cornitz Bernhard
Study 1864
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197+ &b8 2.We6 b7 3.Wd7+ &b8 4.%2e4 ka8 5.%ad+ &b7 6.82d4! Ec7!

Black lets the white king go ahead in order to keep his own king behind the pawn. If 6...2a5? 7.¥d7+ b8 8.Wc6 a7
9.Wc7+ hab 10.%b8 2c5 11.Wa8+ b5 and B.Guretzky-Cornitz evaluated this position as drawn. However, Cheron
proved in 1950 that White wins, although in avery complicated way. First of all White should pass the move to Black:
12.%h7 2h5 (12...c0a5 13.Wa7+ kb5 14.Wa8+—; 12...2c1 13.6ve5 2d1 14.%f3 2d8 15.¢ke6 hab 16.Wa3+ b5 17.W%c3
hab 18.¢2e7 2b8 [18...2d1 19.%a3+] 19.¢ed7 b5 20.¢¢7 b7+ 21.¢2¢6 b6+ 22.52¢5 b4 23.Wal+ bhh7 24.Wab5+-)
13.Wed! Hcb (13...2h6 14.We2+ had [14...€0¢6 15.Wg2+ d6 16.Wb7+-] 15.50d5+-) 14.Wa8! Eca+ 15.52d5 hb4
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a) 16.%a6? b5 (a drawn position. Black achieves adraw in asimilar position with the pawn on the 4th or 3rd rank but
not with the pawn on the 6th rank, or with his king on b6 or b7) 17.%a2 2c5+ 18.¢2d6 £c8! 19.82d7 Ec4 20.¢bd8 2c5
21.Wh2+ had! (21...5bca? 22.¢d7+-) 22.52d7 Ecd= or 22...b4= (B.Guretzky-Cornitz, 1864).

b) 16.¥f8+! Zc5+ (16...2b5? 17.Wf1+—; 16...5b3 17.%e8 Eb4 18.Wel! a4 19.¢kc6 b3 20.Wd2 tha3 21.Wc3+ had
22.%d3 b5 23.Wd1+ ka3 24.Wal+ b3 25.62¢5+-) 17.0eb!

bl) 17...52c4 18.52d6 b4 19.Wf2! ¢bb5 20.Wa2 hb4 21.Wh2+ a5 22.Wa3+ b5 23.¢6d7 Ec4 (23...2h5 24.Wh2+ a5
25. 9 d2++—; 23...cch 24.Wh2 Eb5 [24...05 25.60d6 Bd5+ 26.52¢6 Bc5+ 27.50b6 2d5 28.Wcl+ oba 29.Wf4+ ¢c3
30.¢2c6+-] 25.We2+ c5 26.2¢7+-) 24.Wh3+ ¢hes (24...2b4 25.Wd5+ ad 26.Wa2+ b5 27.8¢7+-) 25.%¢7 b5
26.We3+ chba+ 27.¢bb6 had 28.We2+-—,

b2) 17...cca4 18.Wa8+! (18.52d6? Bc4 and b5=) 18...62b4 (18...5hb5 19.£2d6 b4 20.Wa2 b5 21.Wa3 Ec6+ 22.¢hd7
Bc5 23.Wal!l b4 24.¢d6 &b5 25.Wa2 b4 26.Wh2+ hab 27.Wa3+ b5 28.52d7+-) 19.%a6 b5 20.Wd6! tca
21.We7! Bd5 (21...b4 22.¢0d6 Bab 23.Wc7++-) 22.Wc7+ Ec5 23.Wa7! ba 24.c2d6 Bd5+ 25.¢¢6 Ed4 26.W 7+ d3

27.52¢5 e3 28.Wh3++—,

b3) 17...b5 18.We7! ¢4 19.¢d6 bb4 20.Wel+ Ec3 21.¢0d5 b3 22.Wbl+ had 23.Wa2+ Ha3 (23...2b4 24.Wh2++-)
24.%c2+ 2ab (24...2b4 25.Wd2++—; 24...8b3 25.2¢5 ka3 26.Wg2!+-) 25.¢2¢6 b4 26.Wc5+ had 27.Wh5+ b3
28.¢2¢5 2ad 29.Wd3+ &b2 30.2b5+— (A.Cheron).
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7.sd5 Bc5+ 8.¢d6 Bc7

As V. Khenkin noted, even with the white king on d8 (while the queen is standing on €6 and the rook on c5) thereis no
win: unlike the case of arook pawn (won for White), Black holds here thanks to the waiting move...cba7.

9.Wb5 Ecb5 10.¥d7+ &b8 11.%g4 Bc7 12.8e2
With the idea #a6.

12..&b7! ¥2-Ys

Example 8
Guretzky-Cornitz Bernhard
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Another important case of adraw. If shifted down or with the black king on b6, it remains drawn.

1...8c5+ 2.¢bd6 Ec8!

Therook is safe here, as distinct from similar situations with a central pawn.

3.d7 Bc4 4.62d8 Ecb 5.¥h2+ dhad!

But not 5...¢ec4? 6.¢bd7+—.

6.d7 Bc4 o-Ys

Or 6...b4=.

7
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66.2f5+!

The only way to achieve the drawn position. 66.52f4? loses to 66...%h2+ 67.<2f5 W2+ 68.c2ed 26, as White'sking is
cut off from the pawn.

66.8f5+! g6 67.%2f4 ¥h2+

67...%g2 doesn’'t achieve much after

A N w o N
o ‘Q % N
N
N

68.5g5+! ©f6 69.2f5+ heb 70.dg5!.

68.¢2f3 ¥gl 69.8h5 Wif1+ 70.¢bg3 We2 71.8f5 Wed 72.62h3 Wel 73.¢2g2 We3 74.2h2 Wed 75.8293 Wixf5 121
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The correct method hereis
1.¥b7!

holding the black pawn on the 6th rank. After 1.¥a87? b4 White cannot prevent the B.Guretzky-Cornitz drawing
position: 2.Wf8 (2.Wa6 Ec4+ 3.22d5 b5=) 2...52b3 3.Wb8 (3.%f3+ bb4 and 4...Ec4+, 5...b5=; 3.¢2d3 Ec3+ and 4...b5=)
3...b5 4.¢kd4 Eca+=.

1.¥b7! Bg5 2.8d7+

A quicker alternativeis 2.std4! 2c5 (2...2g4+ makes White's task easier because his king crosses the 5th rank
immediately: 3.62e5 295+ 4.666 Ec5 5.¢he6+-) 3.Wad!+— achieving awinning position (Dvoretsky).

2...skab 3.Wc8+ har

3...2b5 4.¢bd4 Hcb 5. W a8+

4¥c7+ a6 5.Wca+ ka7 6.Wf7+ chab 7.Wf8! Bgl
7..2c5 8.Wa8+ b5 9.ded4+—,

8.%d5 Bd1+ 9.%c6 Bcl+ 10.sd7 seb7 11.Wf3+! &a7
11...%b8 12.Wf4+.

12.#a3+ 1-0

Example 10
Grigoriev Nikolay
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As stated previoudly, it is good for White to keep his king on the lower (short side) ranks here. He would have had no
problems if his king was standing on €2; in such a case Black could not create a zugzwang. With White to move, a
draw can be achieved by means of 1.%2d3! ¥d1+ 2.¢c3! Thisis an important position of reciprocal zugzwang to be
remembered. After 2...<bf8 (2...%d5 3.¢bc2 is useless) 3.e7+ e8 4.2e4 Wf3+ 5.¢0d4 Wh3 6.2e3 Wc2 7.2e4, Whiteis
out of danger. However with Black on move the evaluation differs, as he manages to squeeze White's pieces out (by
means of zugzwang), closer to the pawn, which means closer to the black king. The black king then joins the queen at
an appropriate moment - with decisive effect.

1..¥b1! 2.%c3

2.5ed5 Wa2+ 3.52e5 Wh2+ 4.52f4 Wf2+ loses even faster.

2..%d1!

The familiar zugzwang position has arisen, but this time with White on move.
3.8e4

3.%c4 We2+ 4.55d4 Wd2+—+,

3.. W3+ 4.22d4 Wb3! 5.6e5

If 5.2e3 then 5...Wc2! 6.2e4 &d6! 7.¢be3 (7.7 Wd2+ 8.¢hcd Wd5+—+) 7...82d5—+. After the king move, asimilar end
happens on the other wing.

5..%b2+ 6.¢kf4
6.sed5 Wc3! 7.2e5 Wd3+ 8.¢bch Wde+—+.

6.. 112+ 7.ckgd



7.5e5 Wif6+ 8.42d5 Wc3l—+.

7. g2+ 8.4 ©f6! 9.8e3

9.e7 Wf2+ 10.82g4 Wif5+—+,

9...¢f50-1

8
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81.Wba+! &d5 82.sbe3 Bg3+ 83.%f4 Bg7

83...2h3 84.We4+ ¢d6 85.%e5+ and the rook is lost.

84.%ed+ 1-0

9

Wel Yi

DingLiren

Baku 2015



o 0% .
i,

i, ke,
OB

aaaaa

A N w o N o

abcdefgh

A scary position but the far advanced pawn shouldn’t lose.

69.9%d7+ g5 70.We7+ gd 71.Wed+

ER B

535

oY e
A .

aaaaa

AR N

a b c de f gh

a N w B OO N
N
‘R\ &\\
N
)

71...sbg3!
71...2h5?loses to 72.¥b1 ©h6 73.52¢c4 Bb6 74.%h1+ cg7 75.Wg2+.
72. %96+ £h4?

The wrong file! 72...¢kf4 or 72...%f3 should draw; the black king shouldn’t be driven too far away from his rook.



73.¥b1! ¢eg5 74.¢bcs

And now either the pawn or the rook islost.
74.. 8b8 75.Mgl+ bf5 76.Wc5+! shga
76...52e6 77.¥d5+ che7 78.We5++—.

77.¥d4+ &f3 78.Wf6+ ed 79.Web+ ¢of3 80.Wf5+ 1-0



QUEEN VSROOK & PAWNS

The queen vsrook and two pawns case is not without chances, especially if the pawns are isolated and weak and the
king can assist. But in general, if the pawns are connected and healthy, then the winning chances are nearly zero.

A defensive option is to transpose to a queen vs rook & pawn ending; when there exists atheoretical draw of course.
L et’s examine some interesting examples:

1

Sulava Nenad
Summer aver
Virovitica 1980
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A typical drawn position - the pawns are connected and healthy.

64.82g1

64.%2h3 is good as well.

64...Wel+ 65.2292 We2+ 66.%291 We3+ 67.¢2g2 Wd2+
67...2e5? obviously loses to 68.2e4+.

68.¢2g1 W1+

If now 68...82e5 then White simply plays 69.£f4.

69.g2 ¥b2+ 70.2gl Wal+ 71.6g2 Wa2+ 72.segl Wb1+ 73.¢eg2 Wc2+ 74.¢egl Wid1+ 75.¢kg2 We2+ 1o-Ys

2
Gelfand Boris
Ivanchuk Vassily
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Such positions are not problematic for the ‘rook’ side, as the loss of the c-pawn does not (usually) affect the drawn
position!
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68...294 69.%h6 g5
Safer was 69...8f4+ 70.82xc5 g5=.

70.We6 &f4 71.¢0d31?
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71..Eeb!



The only move, avoiding the point behind White's last move: 71...g4? 72.We3#. It is curious that 71...c4+? loses:
72.52d4! 2b5 73.%d6+ and the rook is lost!

72.Wf6+ Bf5 73.Wd6+
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73..2e5

73...2f3 was good as well: 74.%e6 (74.Wc6+ Rg3! 75.W g6 2f3+ 76.52¢c4 g4=) 74...cA+! (74..2f4? 75.Wh3+ bf2
76.39N5 c4+ [76...g4 77.h2+ &f3 78.We2+ hg3 79.8e5 3 80.We3++-] 77.2d2! c3+ 78.8xc3 g4 79.1h2+ i3
80.%2d2+-) 75.Wxc4 Ef4=.

74.9f6+ Bf5 75.Wh6 Heb

Black can also go for 75...2d5+ 76.%2e2!? 2d4!= or 75...52g3 76.Wd6+ (76.¥h5 2f3+ 77.¢be2 g4 78.%xc5 vh3=)
76...8f4 77.Wxc5 £f3+ 78.52e4 g4= but not for 75...82f3? 76.Wh3+ &f4 77.We3+ chgd 78.We6+—.

76.%h2+ &f5 77 ¥f2+
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77...52e6?

A blunder. He should opt for 77...s2g4 78.Wf6 2d5+ 79.¢2e3 2d4!= or for 77...52g6 78.%g3 2d5+= preserving the king
next to his pawn.

78.%f3 &d6 79.¢kc4 sheb 80.52b5! Bf5

Or 80...%2d6 81.Wc6+ (81.Wf7 2d52 82.Wf6+ d7 83.Wc6++-) 81...22e7 82.Wg6+-—.
81.%h3

Although White is not playing best moves (81.%h5!) the win is till in sight.
81...¢f6

81...che5 82.¢axc5 hf4+ 83.cbdd+—.
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After the more stubborn 82...¢%e5 83.¢xc5 some beautiful variations follow:

a) 83...bf4+ 84.c2d6! (84.c2d4? cbg3! 85.che3 Bf3+ 86.50e2 g4=) 84...52g4 85.We6! 4 86.Wd7 hgs 87.cke7 &f4
88.¢he6 g4 89.Wd1+ 2f3 90.¢e5 thg3 91.Wgl+ ohd 92.Wh2+ chga 93.Wg2+ g3 94.Wed+ bh3 95.We2! g4 96.50f4

B3+ 97.chg5! Hg3 98.Wf2 2f3 99, Whd++—.

b) 83...che4+ 84.52d6 g4 85.Wg6 4 86.5he6 Ze5+ 87.55f6 a5 (87...8e3 88.Wf5+ thg3 89.d2g5+—) 88.Wd3+—,
C) 83...g4 84.h4 shed+ 85.5hd6 f3 86.5266! Bf4 87.c0e5 Hed+ 88.8f5 Hid+ 89.drg5+—.

83.¢hc4 Beb 84.¢d3 she7 85.Wg6 Bd5+ 86.52e4 Bd4+ 87.cke5 d7 88.%b6 Bf4 89.We6+ dc7 90.Wd6+ dhes

91.¥xc5+ &d7 92.¥d6+ she8 93.¥ g6 1-0

3

Anand Viswanathan
Gelfand Boris

M oscow 2009
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Here the pawns are isolated and far away from each other, so it is not a surprise that the position is lost!

79.a4 £f6 80.Ee5

White is not able to protect both of his pawns: 80.2e4 ¥c6 81.¢2e3 Wc3+ 82.¢be2 hf5—+.

80...Wa3+ 81.skg4 Wixad Yo-Ys

And although thisis awinning version of queen vsrook & pawn, the game was actually drawn after 128 moves — keep
in mind that this was a blitz game!

4
Ponomariov Ruslan
Ivanchuk Vassily
Dagomys 2010
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Things don’t look so bad for Black as histwo pawns aren’'t very far separated whereas the white king is distant. Still,

White can prevail.
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65.%e8+ b6 66.#d8+ e 67.¢f6 Eba

67...a4 isnot of ahelp aswell: 68.¢e5 a3 (68...2b4 69.Wa5 2d4 70.Wa6+ b7 71.Wh5+-) 69.Wa8++—.

68.Wxa5 Bd4 69.Wa6+ ¢c7

69...2d5 70.%We6H.

70.ske6 Bg4 71.Wd6+ b7 72.%xc5

Both pawns were lost in no time!

72..8Bg6+ 73.217 Bc6 74.Mb5+ Bb6 75.¥d7+ a6 76.Wad+ b7 77.¢e7 b8 78.¢2d7 Bb7+ 79.£2d8 Bb6 80.%d7
a8 81.¥d5+ b8 82.%c5 Bh6 83.%e5+ a8 84.%ed+ ¢ha7 85.%e3+ Bh6 86.%c7 1-0

5

Svidler Peter
Howell David
Amsterdam 2010
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Obviously White wants to force Black to push one of his pawns, win it and then deal with the other.
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62.sc4 Bf5 63.2d4 Bd5+ 64.sked Bf5 65.%h7+ e8 66.Wg7 Ed5 67.%f6 d7 68.Wf7+ ©d6 69.%e8! Be5+ 70.5:f4
Bf5+ 71.2g4 e5

Black’s alternatives don’t work either: 71...2d5 72.%d8+ ¢be5 (72...52¢6 73.We7!+-) 73.We7 Bda+ (73...2b5 74.Wg5+)
74.52g5 2d5 75.Wc7+ Rd4+ 76.2f6 €5 77.52e6 2b5 78.Wc2+—, asthe pawns will fall shortly.

72.%d8 a4
Desperation! After 72...cbe4 White wins with 73.%c7 2d5 74.Wc4+ e3 (74...52e5 75.Wf4#) 75.%c3+ el 76.Wel++—.
73.Wa5+ &f6 74.%xa4d 1-0

And White won on the 107th move.

6

Smirin Ilia
Nevednichy Vladislav
Turin 2006
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71.b5+!

Black seems well-set to hold but not after White's text move! If 71.bxc5? Exc5 72.¢ba3 Eb5! (72...b5? and 72...2d5?
lose) 73.%2xad Ec5 we have reached a theoretically- drawn position.

71.b5+! sxb5 72.¥d3! kb4

72...06 73.cba3+-.

73.¥b1+ a5 74.Wxb7

White exchanged the b-pawns, destroying Black’s potential survival hopes.

74...Eb4 75.¥c6 Bb5
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76.¥d6! kb4

76...c4 77.¥d4 b4 78.%d2+ &5 79.0a3+-.

77.%b2 &4+ 78.5a3 Bb4 79.%d7 &c3 80.Wd5 Bca

Black isfighting to keep hispawnsbut itisin vain.

81.¥d1 2b4 82.Wd5 Ec4 83.%d6

Or 83.Wf5 hd4 84.Wd7+ c3 (84...cbe5 85.W/c6 od4 86.Wd6+ hed 87.¢0b2!+-) 85.Wd5 and it is Black to move!

83...%c2 84.¥d7 ¢hc3 85.Wd5! Bd4 86.%xc5+ sod3 87.¢bb2 Bc4 88.d5+ Bd4 89.Wf3+ dbcd 90.¢hc2 ¢heb 91.We3 e
92.We6+ b4 93.%h6+ dhcd 94.Wab 1-0

7

Khomeriki Nino
Melia Salome
Thilisi 2016
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The doubled pawns are not so bad here - White can save the draw.
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79..¥d1+ 80.52h4 Wh1+ 81.2g4 Wd1+ 82.2h4 ¥h1+ 83.¢bg4 W2+ 84.&2h5!

Now 84.&2h4? |oses to 84...%h2+ 85.62g4 We2+,

84... We2+ 85.8g4 We8 86.8f4 c5

Black feels safe and givesit alast try to win with the natural continuation of approaching with her king.

87.8f7 ¢hd5 88.%2h6 eb5 89.%0h7 &eb 90.8f6+

v veEA
"

a b c de f gh

A N w b OO N o




90...ke7?

90...%2e5? 91.g7 Wh5+ 92.2h6 loses as well, but Black could hold the draw with 90...¢bd5 91.g7
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91... Wed+ 92.¢bh8 Whi+ 93.2h6 Wal= or 90...ced7 91.g7 Wed+ 92.¢2h8 Wha+ 93.2h6 Wixg5 94.g8=% ¥xh6+ 95.Wh7+
Wixh7+ 96.%xh7.

A N w b O N

91.97 Wh5+ 92.8h6 ¥f7 93.¢h8 1-0

And Black resigned!
Queen vsrook & three pawns or more can be a scary case but you should never underestimate the power of the lady!

In general the ‘rook’ side should be safe but some exceptions can occur when the rook is far away and can be lost.

8

Anand Viswanathan
Nakamura Hikaru
London 2012
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White seems to be OK, but the far-off rook is a disadvantage.

57..%el+?

Black could cash the full point by 57...%ad+! 58.cbe5 (58.¢d3 Wd7+ 59.%2e3 We6+ 60.5f3 W5+ 61.60g3 Wes+—+;
58.%f5 Wc2+ 59.82g5 Wd2+ 60,55 Wd5+—+) 58...¥a6! (58...c6! 59.8b1 [59.67 ¥d6+—+; 59802 Wie+—+]

59...Wc3+ 60.%f4 Wd2+ 61.2f5 Wc2+—+) 59.8b1 We2+—+.

57..Wel+? 58.¢bf3 Wc3+?

After this move the tragedy is complete and the point was split. White could still have won with the exact check:
58...Wd1+! 59.2€3 (59.¢293 Wd6+—+) 59...Wcl1+ 60.50d3 (60.2f3 Wc6+ 61.52e3 Web+ 62.50f3 W5+ 63.¢be3 Web+—+)
60...%f1+ 61.%e3 Wxg2 62.2b5 and now both 62...cbd6 63.2f5 Wg3+ 64.2f3 Wh4! (64...Wg5+7? 65.¢bf2 ¥xh5
66.2g3=) 65.2f5 Wel+ 66.55f3 e6 67.2g5 Wfl+ 68.52g3 bf6—+ and 62...%c6 63.97 &f7 64.2g5 Wcl+—+ will do the

job.

59.shgd! Wd4+
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60.¢2h3! ¥d3+

White could have built up awell-known fortress after 60...%e3+ 61.93 We5 62.2b7+ &f6 63.97! Wxh5+ 64.52g2 Wd5+
65.52f2 dhg6 66.g8=1+ Wxg8 67.8b4 Wi7+ 68.5f4=

61.5th4 Wed+ 62.g4 Wel+ 63.2h3 e+ 64.¢0h4 Wel+ 65.2h3 Weld+ 124

9
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Bluebaum M atthias
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A fascinating and scary position! But the queen is a strong piece!

66.Wc8+

Theright policy isto involve the king (now or after the check) into the attack of the pawns and this should be done from
behind: 66.2d6! f6 67.ce7 £f4 68.%d6 g5 69.%d2 ha 70.¢ef7 h3 71.Wel thga 72.Wgl+=.

66.Wc8+ &f4?!

Black overestimates his position! Safe was 66...¢2g5! 67.52d6 6 68.52e6=.

67.%d8

67.%e8 Hg4 68.Wxf7+ g5 69.¢d5 Bf4 70.We7+ hh6 71.¢bxe5 Bf5+ is awell-known drawn position.

67...204 68.%f6+ chg3 69.Wxf7

And one of the pawnsis gone...

69...h4 70. 83+ g2 71.Wc2+ &3 72.8d1+ sog3 73.Wgl+ &f3 74.Wf1+ g3 75.Wgl+ &f3 76.Wh1+ g3 77.82d5
After some ‘test’ checksit istime for the white king to approach.

77..h3 78 ¥igl+ bf3 79.8h2

N , , ,
J BN 7y
w2
., 1
W%, 77, 7 7

a b c de f g h

79..Eh4?

| have the feeling that Black was trying to win but thisis alosing blunder. He ought to have opted for 79...2g3! 80.stxe5
g5 (80...c6g47? 81.We2+ cbha 82.Wf2 g5 [82...cbg4 83.Wf4+] 83.f5 g4 84.66g6 h2 85.Wxh2+ 2h3 86.Wf2+ g3
87.Wel!) 81.¢6f5 g4=.

80.skxe5 g5 81.f5 g4 82.Wh1+ f2 83.Wh2+ &f3 84.Wf4+! chg2 85.Wd2+ ¢ef3 86.Wd3+ &f2 87.Wd2+ i3 88.Wf4+



g2 89.Wed+! f2 90.s2g5!

And the poor rook is trapped!

90...2h8 91.Wd4+ g2 92. b2+ chgl 93.Wxh8 h2 94.Wal+

Nice is 94.5oxg4 h1=% 95 Wd4+ &f1 96.Wd1+ g2 97.We2+ gl 98.66g3!+—.

94... g2 95.Wh2+ sbgl 96.Wcl+ shg2 97.Wd2+ soh3 98.Wel g3 99.#f1+ g2 100.#f3# 1-0

10
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The position is drawn because White cannot neither involve his king in the battle, nor can he force the black rook to
withdraw from the c-file.

64...d4?!
No need to do this - 64...2c1 was fine.
65.¢2b2! &h8

Or 65...2c3 66.%We8+ k7 67.We5+ dc8 68.Wxd4 Ecd 69.#d6 b7 70.22b3 hb6 71.Wb8+ ka6 72.%a3 (72.55b2
gxb4+ 73.66¢3 Bed+=) 72...8c3+ 73.2b2 Ec4 74.%2b3 Ecl and | do not see how White can improve with such an
imprisoned king.
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66.%d7!

Excellent! White will lose his only pawn but his king will be able to assist!

66...2Exb4+?

And Black takes the bait! Still OK was 66...2a8 67.%c7 2c3 68.%d8+ b7 69.Wd7+ a6 70.Wxd4 Ecd 71.%d6 &b6=.
67.%2c2 Bed+ 68.52d3 Ecl 69.¢ked!

The white king is now too active!

69...d3 70.se3! b4

70...2c4 71.2xd3 isawin for White - asample variation is 71...Ec1 72.5be3 Hc4 73.50d2 ha8 74.Wc7 Ec5 75.Wh6 Ec4
76.%2e3 Ecl 77.52d4 Bca+ 78.he5 Ecl 79.62d6+—. Now Black is about to lose all hisimportant pawns!

71.%d6+ c8 72.¥xb4 Bh1 73.Wgd+ tc7 74.xd3 1-0

Game over - White reached a theoretically-won position and finished matters on the 120th move.

11

Pantsulaia L evan
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Black might get into trouble if heisnot dert.
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65...%d4! 66.296

The ‘active’ 66.g4? losesin no time after 66...%f6! 67.2g6 Wxh4+ 68.2h6 ¥xg4 69.296 Wx{5.
66...%f2!

Forcing arepetition of moves.

67.8g7+ &f6 68.8g6+

68.g4 Wxha+ 69.55g8 e5=.

68...2f7 69.8g7+ &f6 70.8g6+ bf7 Ya1s

70...2xf5 71.g4+ ke5 72.h5=.



QUEEN & PAWNSVSROOK & PAWNS

We will start by examining pawn vs pawn positions, which is usually awin for the ‘queen’ side.

But of course exceptions do exist and we have to know them. But before that | am obliged to thank Dvoretsky,
N.Grigoriev, F.Dedrle and V.Khenkin for their discoveries and contributions in this (and not only this!) particular

ending.
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As noted, pawns on the same file makes for an easily winning case.

50...Bel+ 51.¢bd5 Bd1+ 52.¢hed Bel+ 53.¢0d5 Bd1+ 54.¢kc4 Bcl+ 55.%b4 Ec5 56.%a8

56.%f8 is good as well: 56...c2d7 57.#xc5 bxc5+ 58.2Xc5+—.

56...8e5 57.2a4 Eel

57...2f5 58.b4 He5 59.Wa7+ &c6 60.05+ 5 61.Wc7++-—,

58.Wa7+ ¢c6 59.Wb8 Bed+ 60.b4 1-0

Example 1
Grigoriev Nikolay
Study 1917
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From the historical point of view, N.Grigoriev did an analysis of the diagrammed position, but it was only discovered
among his archivesin 1954. Independently, G.Kasparian published an analysisin 1948. He did not know N.Grigoriev’'s
conclusions and managed to discover the truth independently when he checked one of his endgame studies for its
correctness. Here the rook has two safe squares, a6 and h6; therefore White cannot create a zugzwang position. The
defenceisrather ssmple: Black should not give the f8-square to the white queen and should not permit the move h6.

The evaluation of this position would be changed if the white king was standing on the 7th or the 8th rank. For example,
if the king is on d7 then 1.¥ g5+ ¢h7 2.h6 wins. Neither can a draw be achieved if all the pieces are shifted to the left
or downwards. As N.Grigoriev proved, Black losesif he has an additional pawn on h6. The reason is obvious: the pawn
deprives the rook of its second safe square.

1.¥d4+ &h7 2.%c3 Bh6 3.%b4
With the deadly threat of W/f8.
3..%g7! 4.¥h3 Be6 5.%h3 Bho!

Preventing 6.h6+. In the event of 5...2c6? White wins by means of 6.h6+! &h7 7.%f5+ Hg6+ 8.52h5 ¢bh8. In the game
Andric,D- Rogulj,B, where this position occurred (with reversed colours and wings), White played 9.h7? and Black
resigned, but the position is drawn! The f7-pawn is obviously invulnerable: 9.Wxf7? 2g5+ or 9...2xh6+ and the rook
becomes a desperado, but White wins rapidly by means of 9.%c8+! £g8 (9...2h7 10.%f8) 10.Wc3+ ®h7 11.Wf6+—. His
opponent resigned right away, although he could make White' s task truly difficult by playing 9...Ee6! (rather than
9..H2g7? 10.¥c8+ dxh7 11.Wf8!+— or 9...2g7? 10.Wxf7+! &xf7 11.h8=¥+-) 10.¢g5 (10.Wxf7? Bh6+ 11.¢bg5 Hg6+!
12.¢bf5 Bg5+=) 10...2d6 11.¢ef4! (11.%c8+? oxh7 12.Wf8 Hg6+ 13.2f5 Bf6+! 14.¢bg5 [14.¢be5 Be6+ 15.82d5 2f6=]
14...8g6+ 15.0h5 Bf6! [15...8g7? 16.We8+-] 16.We7 Bh6+ 17.¢bg5 Eg6+ 18.%f5 thg7=) 11...8e6 12.¢0f3 (12.Wxf7?
Bed+=) 12...50g6 13.cbed Bg7 (13...2e6+ 14.¢ed4 296 15.¢ed5 Heb 16.Wxf7+-) 14.Wc8+ cbxh7 15.Wf8 kg6 (15...2g4+
16.50f5 Hg7 17.%e81+-) 16.5be5 £h7 17.Wg8+ 2g7 18.Wh8!+—.

6.%h1 &h7! Y1

2
Averbakh,Yuri
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Y .Averbakh, in contrast to his opponent, knew G.Kasparian's freshly-published analysis; this fact enabled him to save
this hopel ess position.
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59...8d5?
59...2b3! 60.E8xh4 ®c2—+ was an easy win.
59...82d5? 60.8xh4 e6?

AsL.Abramov demonstrated, Black could avoid Grigoriev’s drawn position by playing 60...#g6+! 61.¢bh2 ¥f5 62.¢293
Web+ 63.8f3 (63.¢2g2 Wgs+ 64.2h3 Wgl—+; 63.2f4 h5 64.8f3 Wg5—+) 63...¥g5 64.2h3 chd4 65.2g3 Wd5+ 66.¢g4
Whl—+.

61.Eh3!

Now it isonly adraw.

61..Wed+ 62.62h2 &f6 63.2e3 Wd5 64.29g3 h5 65.8e3 g5 66.893+ f4 67.8e3 h4 68.8h3 Wh7 69.8e3 ¢g4 70.8h3
Wh1 71.2g2! ¥h7 72.h2! ¥c7+ 73.¢bg2 Wc2 74.8e3 Yoo

3

Timman Jan
Nunn John

Wijk aan Zee 1982
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69.¢ka2?
A blunder! 69.2a3! We5+ 70.2a2 was the trivial drawing continuation.
69.¢ka2? a3! 0-1

The pawn has been moved to the ideal square and White resigned due to 70.2b3+ (70.52b1 Wel+ 71.c2a2 Wcl 72.2b3+
bad—+) 70...52c4 71.soxa3 Wxc2—+.

4
Adly Ahmed
Salah Sayed
Egypt 2016
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A theoretically won position.

67... %3 68.8b4 ¥xh3

A bit dangerous, as now the rook has two safe squares, if it is able to reach €3 or h3 of course!
69.2ad+ b5 70.8f4 dbc5 71.8a4 b6 72.Ebd+ tab 73.Eed b5?

A blunder which allows White to reach a drawn position. Black should opt for 73...Wf5! 74.2e3 h3!—+,
74.8f47?

Returning the favour. Known is 74.2e3! ¥g4+ 75.%2h2=.

74...shc5 75.8a4 $c6 76.8ca+ d5 77.8ad fcb 78.8f4 b5 79.8ed
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79...Wf5!

The only move as White was threatening 80.2e3.
80.2e3 Wga+?

Black seems not to know 80...h3!—+.

81.&h2

Now it'sadraw.

81...sbc5 82.8c3+ shd5 83.8e3 d4 84.8nh3 eb 85.8e3+ ©f5 86.8h3 Wi+ 87.shg2 thgd 88.8e3 Wd4 89.8h3 Wd5+
90.2h2 Wca 91.8g2!

91.2e3?losesto 91...%f1.
91..#d5+ 92.2h2 Wd1 93.s2g2 Wd5+ 1o-Ys

Almost all positions with the pawns on the same file are lost. But positions with the pawns on adjacent files are
sometimes tenable, but only if the ‘rook’ side’s pawn stands on itsinitial square. The following study isilluminating:

Example 2
Dedrle Frantisek
Study 1925
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If Black is on move he holds by means of transferring hisking to g7: 1...¢2f8! 2.¢bg4 g7 3.¢2f5 296 4.Wh2+ ©h7 and
White cannot do anything as 5.Wf6 leads to a drawn pawn endgame. If White isto movein the initial position, he wins
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a b cde f gh

by preparing a sacrifice of his queen for the rook.

1.¥b8! Bg6 2.Wba+ he8 3. Wed+ Beb

3...5f8 4.Wixg6! +—.

4.¥xe6+! fxeb 5.8h6! 1-0

From the above study, the following conclusions can be drawn:

1. An important technique of exploiting an advantage can be a queen sacrifice that results in a winning pawn endgame.

2. The‘rook’ side should keep hisking in front of the opponent’ s pawn; this can often (but by no means always!)
neutralise the threat of the queen sacrifice. If the pawn stands on €5 (instead of g5) the king should stay on e7.

3. With the white king on the 7th rank, Black’s position is most often lost.

5

Gonzalez Trigal Jose L uis
Alonso Bouza Julio Javier
Mondariz 2016
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The central pawn is more helpful, as White wins.

A N w o N o

67.Wf5

Much simpler was 67.%xe6! fxe6 68.2c7+—.

67.%f5 Bh6 68.¢c7 Bab 69.Wed Bh6 70.2d7 Bab 71.%d5 Ba3 72.¢ke8 Ba7 73.Wg2+
73.66 fxeb 74.Wd4++—.

73..5bh7 74.8h2+ shg6 75.8gl+ 1-0

6

Ivanchuk Vassily
Sutovsky Emil
Tsaghkadzor 2015
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White is easily winning here.

55.52d47!

He should go for the natural 55.¢bf2 2g4 56.We7+ g6 57.We6+ g5 58.93 Zed 59.Wf7 g4 60.Wg7+ bhb 61.Wf6+—.
55.¢2d4?! Bxg2 56.8g7+ &f4l 57.Wh6+!

| think that White missed 57.%xg2? with stalemate!

57...sg4 58.ske5 Be2+ 59.¢f6

White has nevertheless achieved an ideal winning position.

59...8f2 60.%h1

More accurate is 60.%g5+! ©h3 61.Wgl! (61.c2e5? £f1=) 61...5f4 62.ce6! Ef3 63.¢0e5 bhd 64.Wg2 Bg3 65.1f2+—,
60...8f3

60...f4 is amore stubborn try: 61.% g1+ of3 62.%f5 &e2 63.22e4 Ef1 (63...f3 64.52d4 292 65.We3++-) 64.Wd4 2f2
65.%d3+ el
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66.¢bf5! £f1 67.¢bga Bf2 68.62h3 f3 69.Wh1+

61.¢g6
61.Wg1+! bf4 62.Wel 2gd 63.50e5+—.

61...f4 62.%d1 g3
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White should be careful: 63.%e2? £f2 is a drawn position!



63...2h3 64.56h5 Ba3 65.Wga+ ©h2 66.Wxf4+ 66...sbg2 67.2g4 Ba2 68,93+ h2 69.#g3+ &h1 70.8h3 Bf2 71.¥c3
Bh2+ 72.82g3 Bg2+ 73.2f3 ©h2 74.Wel Eg8 1-0

Example 3
Athens 2016
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But exceptions do exist here aswell! Although the white king has reached the 7th rank there is still no win. The reason
isthat any pawn endgame with arook’s pawn is drawn.

A N w b OO N o

1.9c2+ g8l Yo-ls
Rather than 1...2h6? 2.Wed! +—.

Example 4
Athens 2016
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Black loses in spite of the fact that his king occupies a‘regular’ position in front of the pawn.

1..Eh6 2.8d7!

If we move the entire position after 2.¥d7 to the left by one file (Black’s pawn on {7, rook on g6 etc.), thereisno
zugzwang anymore because Black has awaiting move 2...2h6! and therefore White cannot win.

2..s2g8
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If 2...8f6 then 3.Wd8+ bf7 4.Wxf6+ gxf6+ 5.%2h6 is decisive.

3.Wes+ &h7

The king has abandoned his position in front of the pawn, and a queen sacrifice can no longer be avoided.

4.sf4 86 5.62e5 Bh6 6.%e6! 1-0

7

Saemisch Friedrich
Prins L odewijk
Hastings 1938
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F.Saemisch agreed to a draw without any knowledge that he had a winning position. He had only to not allow the black
king to cometo g7. Hereis P.Keres analysis:

1L.Wh4+ &f8 2.Wh8+! e7 3.¢2f2 296 4.f3 Heb 5.¢bg4 Eg6+ 6.2h5 2e6 7.g4 296 8.95 2e6 9.%h8 (F.Dedrle’s
position) 9...2g6 10.%b4+ he8 11.Wed++— followed by a queen sacrifice.

15-1)

8
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49 We8+ chg7
The position is drawn, but White can press by just advancing his king. His next can’t be helpful however...

50.n4? gxhd! 51.%e7+ g6 52.e4 h3! 53.We8+ g7 54.#d7+ h8 55.8xh3 Bg6 56.56f5 bh7 57.Wd3 Bg5+
58.5f6+ sh8! 50.Wed shgs?

A blunder! 59...Eg7, 59...2g8 and 59...Egl draws.

60.%e6+ soh7

60...2h8 61.6f7 Bg7+ 62.%2f8 &h7 63.%f5+ ©h8 64.Wf6+—.

61.5f7 Bg8 62.%f5+ bh8 63.We5+ h7 64.%e6! 1-0

And Black resigned due to 64...2g7+ 65.¢:f8 Bg5 66.We7+ ©h8 67.Wf7 g2 68.Wf6+ h7 69.Wf5+ ¢bh8 70.We5++—.

9
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With even pawns the win is much simpler.

@

51.%e8+ Bf8 52.We6+ h8 53.¢ve3 Bf6

This makesit easier, but equally hopeless was 53...¢6h7 54.W g6+ &h8 55.f5 thg8 56.We6+ bh8 57.We7 g8 58.2e4
{7 59.We6 ©f8 60.Wc8+ e7 61.2e5+—.

54 ¥1xfo!

Transposing to an easily won pawn ending.



54...gxf6 55.2e4 g7 56.f5 &f7 57.¢2d5 e7 58.82¢6 el 59.¢2d6 &f7 60.82d7 g7 61.¢2€7 1-0

From the multitude of theoretically-known positions where a rook opposes a queen more-or-less successfully, we will
examine several of the most important and characteristic cases.

Example5
Khenkin Viktor
Study 1962
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A drawn position that we should commit to memory.

A N w b OO N

1...%h8!?

Both 1...¢bg7= and 1...2f1= are by no means worse than this.
2.¥xg6 Bf 7+

2...8e5+ isgood as well.

3.6 Be7+ Va-Vs

With adraw by a stalemate or perpetual check. With a shift upwards, the position is still drawn. But when shifted down,
itislost: White wins by means of a queen attack along the last rank.

10

Kamsky Gata
Ljubojevic Ljubomir
Linares 1991
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73.Exh5!

73.68=W+ ¢&xh7 is an already noted drawn position.

73.8xh5! Bxh5 74.e8=%+ ¢eg7 75.We7+ vh6 76.8f8+ &h7 77.Wf7+ &h8 78.22e6!
78.¥xg6? 8d5+! is drawn!

78...8f5 79.%c7 &g8 80.h4 &f3 81.h5

Not the only win but the easiest from a practical standpoint.

81...gxh5 82.¥c8+ Bf8 83.Wc5 Bf1 84.%xh5

And White wins the ending of queen vsrook.

84...Bel+ 85.¢bf6 Bf 1+ 86.22g6 Bgl+ 87.2h6 Rel 88.W g4+ ¢bf7 89.Wca+ Be6+ 90.¢bg5 e7 91.¢2f5 Bh6 92.Wc7+
he8 93.Wf4 Bco 94.Wad d7 95.¢ke5 the7 96.Wa7+ e 97.¢kd5 Bh6 98.W g7 Ba6 99.We7 a2 100.%e8+ thc7
101.%c6+ ¢d8 102.#c4 Bh2 103.¥d4 Bh6 104.¢bc5+ ¢he8 105.Wga+ 1-0

Example 6
Khenkin Viktor
Study 1966
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Aswe have already examined, asimilar position without the g6-pawn is drawn. But here, when this pawn deprives the
rook of its second — and required - safe square, White wins, as he gradually approaches the black pawn with his king
using the zugzwang technique. It is worth mentioning that White is helplessin making any progressif hisking is cut-
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off in the right corner, be it in the diagrammed position or in many similar situations.

1.W¥c7! Bel3

Other moves are no better: 1...2a6 2.Wc3+ bh7 3.Wc4! 2b6 (3...2e6 4.W¢c8 [with the threat of ¥xe6] 4...2el 5.Wf8 1f1
6.22d6+— with 7.52e7 and 8.%xf7+ to follow; 3...E2a5+ 4.¢bd6 8xg5 5.%xf7+ ©h6 6.%f4 &h5 7.#h2+ g4 8.%h6+-)

4.Wc7 Bh5+ 5.¢2d6 Bf5 6.2e7+—or 1...5f8 2.Wc8+ ¢he7
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3.Wb8! 2d7 4.Wf8 He7 5.¥g8 bc7 6.Wa8 Ed7+ (6...56d7 7.19f8!) 7.che5+—.




2.Wc2! ¢hg8

If 2...2a3 3.%b2+ or 2...2g3 3.Wh2+ decidesimmediately. If 2...2e6 then 3.¥c3+ bh7 (3...cbg8 4.Wc8+; 3...5bf8
4.Wc8+ he7 5.Wh8!) 4.Wh3+ and ¥xe6.

3.¢td6 Be6+ 4.%d7 Be3

4...2g7 5.Wchl+—,

5.%c4! Ba3

Therook must leave the e-file because 5...2el 6. c8+ is bad.

6.Med shg7

3B
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A N w o N

7.%e7
According to Dvoretsky, quicker is 7.%e5+! g8 8.Wh8+ h7 (8...g7 9.Wh2++-) 9.d2e7+—.
7..Ba7+ 8.%2e8 g8

8...2a5 9.Wd4+ g8 10.%d8 (10.5267 Ba8 [10...Exg5 11.Wds+ thh7 12.¢bf8+—] 11.Wd5 Bf8 12.Wf3 dhg7 13.Wc3+ g8
14.9f6+-) 10...2e5+ 11.chd7+ oh7 12.96 Ef5 13.We7 thg8 14.50e8 shg7 15.Wf8+ h7 16.Wxf7+ Bxf7 17.oxf 74—,

9.Wd5 Ec7 10.¥d8 2b7 11.%c8 a7 12.%b8 1-0

11
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Black sought salvation in this ending, but in vain. It must be noted that 43...g5+ wouldn’t help after 44.fxg5 hxg5+
45.Wxg5+! (45.5bxg5? Be3!=) 45...%2h8 46.We7 2f3 47.We2 Eb3 48.Wc4 23 49.95+—, asthe rook cannot be placed on
the 6th rank.

44 ¥d5?

A blunder instead of the correct 44.%c8+ ¢oh7 45.Wf8 a7 (45...95+ 46.fxg5 hxgs+ 47.¢bxg5+-) 46.95 (46.f5 wins as
well) 46...hxg5+ (46...h5 47.15 gxf5 48.dxh5+-) 47.Fxg5+—.

44¥d5? g7?

Black missed a great chance with 44...g5+! 45.fxg5 a6 46.52h5 hxg5 47.Wd8+ cbg7 48.¢xg5 2e6, when we would
have a drawn position; the black king is on the right side!

45.%e5+ chg8 46.Wh8+ bh7 47.¥f8 Ba7 48.f5 1-0

12
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V. Khenkin supplied a detailed analysis of this ending. Where does the rook belong, on €3 or f4? It turns out that both
sguares are good when the black king is on d5; but the rook should stand on f4 (to protect g4) while the black king
remains on the kingside!

56.82a3?

In the actual game, 1.Dorfman undertook a premature transfer to €3. A draw could be reached by means of 56.8f4+!
¢he5 57.12f8 (57.2a4 is also good) 57...Wed+ 58.2g1 W6 59.8f4 Wel+ 60.52g2 Wdl and now:

a) If the rook remains on the 4th rank with 61.2b4 then after 61...2d5 62.2f4 &c5 White should play 63.2f8! planning
HeB-e3=, giving way to the black king and planning arook transfer to €3. Astheory says 63.2e4? loses to 63...%d5
64.%2f3 6! (Klein-Svenson, cr 1968/69 — reversed colours) 65.¢2e3 (65.¢0f4 Wd3! 66.2e8 7! 67.2e7+ 2d8
68.2e4 d7!—+) 65...Wd1! 66.2d4 (66.5f4 d5 67.2f7 Wel+ 68.¢d3 heb! 69.2f4 b5 70.82c2 We2+ 71.¢b¢c3 Wdl
72.2b4+ cbeb 73.2c4+ d5 74.2f4 he5—+ with the threat 75...%cl+ and 76...%xf4) 66...Wel+ 67.5f3 Wc3+ 68.ched
¢he5 69.2d8 Wif6! 70.8d2 thed 71.2e3 the3 72.8d3+ (72.2d1 Web+ and...Wga+) 72...sbc2 73.82d2+ sbel 74.2d3
(74.2e2 odl) 74...We5+ 75.%f3 Wis+ 76.22e3 Whb! 77.cbed (77.2d4 Wco) 77...50c2 78.2f3 We2+ 79.¢bf4 We6 0-1.

b) 61.2f81? Wd5+ 62.¢bgl el 63.2e8+ &f3 64.2f8+! ke (64...52g4? 65.60h2 Wd2 66.52g2! g5 67.hxg5 &xg5
68.2f4= followed by 2h4-f4-h4) 65.2e8+ ¢d2 66.2e3!= as Black cannot make any progress.

56.82a3? Wed+ 57.¢bh2 &f5



......

A N w o N o
%
%
%

abcdefgh

58.8e3?!

White loses rapidly after 58.s2g1 Whi1+ 59.¢2g2 Wh7+ 60.52h2 gd! (60...Wb2? 61.2f3+ thed 62.2e3+ d4 63.5292=)
61.Had+ f3 62.8f4+ he2—+. However after 58.2a7! the winning process would have been very complicated. In case
of even the slightest inaccuracy White could have reached one of the drawn positions that have been mentioned above
(with the rook on f4 or €3): 58...%c6 (58...52g47? 59.28f7!=) 59.2f 7+ (59.2e7 ¥Wf6! and 60...2g4—+) 59...22e4 60.cbg1l!
Wd6! (60...52d3? 61.2e7! and Ee3=) 61.52g2 (61.Ef4+ Wxf4; 61.2h2 2d3) 61...Wd5! (61...5d3? 62.2f3+ and Ee3=;
61...We6? 62.2f4+) 62.2f8 2d3+ 63.cbgl Wce! 64.5f7! (planning 2e7=) 64...Wed! 65.5a7 (65.2f4 We2 66.292 [66.2f8
Wel+ 67.50h2 Wed! 68.2f4 Wc6 69.¢2g1 the2—+] 66...22d2 67.2a4 Web! 68.2b4 [68.2a3 Wce+ 69.2h2 e2] 68...Wd5+
69.¢2g1 he2 70.8b2+ of3—+) 65...#b4! (planning...cke2)

2) 66.5a6 Wh1l+ 67.:2h2 cheo—+.
b) 66.2a8 Wh1+ 67.2h2 he2—+.

¢) V.Khenkin does not investigate the most stubborn defence: 66.¢2f1 preventing the king invasion on €2. Black
responds with 66...%d6! planning to bring his king to g4. For example: 67.2al (67.2a2 ¥c6! [67...Wd57? 68.2a3+ &d2
69.¢eg1=] 68.2a3+ ched 69.2e3+ &5 70.2gl bgd—+; 67.52g2 Wch!) 67...Wc6! 68.2a3+ (68.2d1+ Red 69.%2g2 Hf5+)
68...cbe4 69.2e3+ &f5 70.¢bgl hgd—+.

d) 66.52g2 M5! 67.5a6 Wd5+ 68.5hgl he? 69.8xg6 Wdl+ 70.5bh2 shfll (70...dxf2? 7186+ shed 72.8f4=) 71.8b6
(71586 Wdd) 71..Wc2 72.2f6 Wed—+,

58.. #d5 59.¢g1
59.2e7 b4 or; 59.2e8 W 7!,

59...skg4! 60.%h2
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60...¥c6! 61.2a3
61.82b3 Wc2!.

61...%cl! 62.8e3 Wf1 63.Bed+ f3 64.8f4+ e2 65.8e4+ &d3 66.8f4 Wbl 67.¢g2 &e2
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68.2f67?

Losing rapidly. However the best choice, 68.8f8!? was good enough only for postponing the deadly end for awhile:
68...Wb7+ 69.¢bgl Wce! 70.5f4 Wa8! (the rook isforced to occupy alight square) 71.8f7 Wal+ 72.¢2g2 W1+ 73.52h2
Wd1l 74.8f4 (74.5292 Wd5+) 74...bf1—+.



68...f1+ 69.2h2 ¥al! 0-1

White resigned in view of the inevitable 70...¢bf1.
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If White could have his king on g2 and hisrook on f4, everything would be fine. But there is another way to do the job!

A N w b OO N
N

47 8a5+! ¢d6 48.895
And now the black king can never assist his queen.

48.. Wib3+ 49.che2 e+ 50.8f3 67 51.8g2! Wed+ 52.2g1 We2 53.8g2 &f6 54.2g1 Wel+ 55.d2g2 Wd1 56.2a5
Wg4 57.8c5 Wed+ 58.¢bgl Wf3 59.8a5 Wc3 60.8g5 Wel+ 61.¢g2 Wixg5 62.hxg5+ sbxgb 63.f3 &f5 64.¢2f2 g5 65.¢ke2
g4 66.fxgd+ soxgd 67.52f2 h4 68.gxh4 chxh4 Ya-Ys

Example 7
Khenkin Viktor
Study 1966
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Dvoretsky provides us with an excellent analysis here, with the help of V.Khenkin: ‘ To fully understand the following
endgame, we should refresh our memories with the evaluations of several already-known positions. As we know from
the previous example, it would have been an easy draw if the white pawn stood on h4. Here, on the contrary, White has
aclear plan: to push his pawn to g5, obtaining V.Khenkin’s winning position from a previous example. However the
immediate 1.g4? hxg4 2.hxg4 meets a strong response 2...g5!=. When White gains the g5-pawn, the drawn position of
F.Dedrle arises. When analysing it, we have mentioned that White winsif hisking is on the 7th rank. From this, we
come to the correct plan: first White should cross the 5th rank with his king and only thereafter may he push the g-

pawn.

If we move the h5-pawn to h6, the evaluation is changed: Black, if on move, plays 1...g5, getting another protected

square for the rook (g6). After 2.h4 gxh4 3.gxh4 he comes to the drawn position of N.Grigoriev by means of the pawn
sacrifice 3...h5!. He must sacrifice; otherwise White advances his pawn to h5 and wins.

If White is on move he can prevent...g5 solely by playing 1.h4, but then 1...h5!= follows.’
1.seco!

1.h4? &g8=
and 1.g4? hxg4 2.hxg4 g5!= - F.Derdl€ s position.

1.skch! ¢og8 2.Wd4 h7 3.#d8 g7 4.52b5! el

Nothing else helps: 4...52h7 5.%f8+— or 4...2f6 5.%d4 g5 6.%d8! 2g6 7.stc5 h4 (7...94 8.n4+-) 8.g4!+—or, finally,
4...2e4 5.%c6 Eci+ 6.5d5 Hc3 7.Wb8 2d3+ 8.ched Bd1 9.Wh2+ g8 10.#c3 Hd6 11.2e5 Beb+ 12.50f4 bh7
13.8bg5+-.

5.%d4+ g8 6.22c6 Beb+
6...2h1 7.¢d7! 8xh3 8.¢ke7 Bxg3 9.Wf4 2a3 10.Wxf7+ vh8 11.Wxg6+—is hopeless.
7.82d7 Bel 8.g4! hxg4 9.hxg4 Beb

After 9...g5 10.%d2 He6 11.Wxg5++—or 9...2e6 10.g5! we come to one of the aforementioned positions.



10.g5! 1-0
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A won position, although some hard work is required.
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53...h5 54.%f6 Bb7 55.%c3 Bb1+ 56.%f2 g8 57.¢ke3 Bb5 58.¢ked Bf5

If Black defends with 58...2b6 59.¢te5 Ee6+ 60.%2d5 £h7, we would have the position from Example 7.
59.%d3 ¢bh7 60.g4!

Sooner-or-later White hasto ‘improve’.

60...hxg4 61.hxg4 Eg5

And after 61...5f6 62.¥d8 g7 63.c2e5 2e6+ 64.52d5 2ab 65.%c7 2eb 66.95, we would have the position seenin
Example 6.

62.%d7

This gives Black an extra chance. Accurate of course was 62.8f4+—.
62...sg7

62...8xg4+!? 63.66f3 Eh4 64.Wxf 7++—,

63.52f4 Bab 64.%d4+ h7 65.%c4 g8



65...05+ 66.%2f3 a7 (66...%96 67.Wc2+ £h6 68.%c6+ vh7 69.Wc7+-) 67.Wc2+ g8 68.Wc5+-—.

66.%c8+ &h7 67.¥f8
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67..8ad+"?!

Making things too easy. 67...g5+ should have been tried, although after 68.¢bf3 Ha7 69.ched! (69.Wc5? 2ab 70.Wxg5
£06=) 69...Ead+ 70.2f5 Hf4+ 71.oxg5 Bf1 72.82h4+— White would win. As long as Black cannot place his rook on the
6th rank, heislost.

68.¢2g5 Ba5+ 69.¢kf6 Ba6+ 70.2xf7 Ba7+ 71.2f6 BRa6+ 72.22g5 Bas5+ 73.%2h4 Ba7 74.8c5 Bb7 75.¢2g5 1-0
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3 vs 3 should be an easy case, although also important is the fact that Black has no counterplay.

A N w o N o
W

46.We5 8 47.94 hxgd 48.hxg4 Bed 49.skg3 Bc2 50.f4 Ba2 51.¢bh4!
The white king assists the attack!

51...2a6 52.¢g5 h7 53.#c3

53.Wc7 &g7 54.f5 gxf5 55.gxf5 is another trivial win.

53...2e6 54.f5 gxf5 55.gxf5 Eh6 56.%c7 g7 57.f6+ Exf6 58.%e5 1-0

Example 8
Botvinnik Mikhail
Study 1952
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The great Mikhail Botvinnik investigated this position (with reversed colours) when he analyzed his adjourned game
versus O.Troianescu (1952). He proved that the inevitable queen sacrifice on d5 leads to a winning pawn endgame.
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1.94 hxg4 2.hxg4 g8 3.¥c7 g7 4.%c6 f8

Otherwise the white king breaks through: 4...2d8 5.%c3+ g8 6.5ke5 g7 7.f5! exf5 8.gxf5 Ee8+ (8...gxf5 9.Wg3+ &f8
10.%f6; 8...f6+!?9.%f4 Hd5 is more tenacious; it |eads to a theoretical position with a bishop’s pawn on the 6th rank
that is winning for White, although not easily so) 9.¢bf4+ bg8 10.fxg6 fxg6 11.c2g5 He6 12.Wc7 &f8 13.Wd7+— (V.
Khenkin). 4...2d1 5.%c3+ &g8 6.50e5 ¢hg7 (6...5f1 7.Wc4 Bgl 8.¢6f6 Bxgd 9.Wc7) 7.f5! exf5 8.gxf5 Ef1 (8...gxf5
9.Wg3+ &f8 10.¢bf6+— - M.Botvinnik) 9.fxg6 fxg6 10.52e6+ g8 11.W¥h3!+— threatening to invade on h6 and not

11.Wd3? 8f5!= (11...8g1? 12.5f6+-).

5.Wag+! g7

Prior to the queen sacrifice White should drive the black king back. He cannot go to the centre: 5...c2e7 6.%a3+ ®e8

7. Wbl +—,
6.%¥xd5! exd5+
6...f5+ 7.52€5 exd5 8.95+—.

7.oxd5
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7...5kf8

7...56h6 8.¢2e5 hg7 9.52d6 £h8!? makes no difference: 10.52d7 oh7 11.¢bd8! (11.¢2€7? &g8!) 11...€6g7 (11...h8
12.f5) 12.¢ke8! (the opposition is required when the pawn stands on f5, but not in this case) 12...¢tg8 13.ce7 g7 14.f5
g5 15.2e8+-.

8.2d6 ke8 9.f5! g5 10.82c7 e7 11.¢kc8! ¢hd6 12.82d8 e5 13.¢ke7 16 14.%f7 1-0
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A very similar position from M. Botvinnik’s analysis!
43...05

Black decides to become active. Alternatively, 43...2f5 44.%Wh6 2d5 45.h3 £f5 46.50e4 Ed5 47.g4 hxgé 48.hxg4 g8
49.Wc7 g7 50.W¢6 bf8 (50...2d1 51.Wc3+ &g8 52.2e5 thg7 53.f5! exf5 54.gxf5 £f1 55.fxg6 fxg6 56.52e6+ with a
theoretical win) 51.%ag+ cbg7 52.Wxd5! exd5+ 53.¢oxd5 f8 54.52d6 he8 55.f5 g5 56.%2¢7 he7 57.%c8! ¢od6 58.52d8
isaso awin for White.

43...g5 44.§xg5 Bxg5 45.h3 oh7 46.5e4 Bd5 47.Wh8 g7 48.Wh2+ bh7

%

;;;;;

2O N w b o N o
X
x
&
x
e\

& \
x x""x
\

N
% N AW
D’*‘N"'x@‘

abcdefgh

49.%b1



At first sight 49.%f6 2f5 50.%xf5+ exf5+ 51.¢bxf5 appearsto lead to awon pawn ending. On closer inspection though,
Black can save himself with
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51...h4! 52.g4 &g7 53.¢2g5 f6+ 54.cbxh4 g6 55.€2g3 f5!. It must also be mentioned that White can continue with
49.g4 hxg4 50.hxg4 2g5 51.¢6f4 896 (51...2296 52.%h8 e5+ 53.¢6f3 ed+ 54.¢hf4 Bc5 55.W g8+ &f6 56.95+ e7 57.96

a b c de f g h
fxg6 58.¥xg6) 52.We5! hg8 53.95 and the white king is free to penetrate Black’ s position.

49...shg7 50.Wal+ g6 51.9h8 g5 52.Wg8+ f6 53.Wds+ shg6
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54.¥£8!

Preventing 54...2xg3? 55.%g8+ or 54...¢2f6 55.Wh6+ 2g6 56.%xh5.



54...8f5 55.94 hxg4 56.hxg4 Bd5 57.%g8+ ¢f6 58.%h8+ $g6 59.¢f4 Bc5 60.Wg8+ f6 61.g5+ e7 62.96 Bf5+
63.ske4 fxg6 64.%xg6
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And White has obtained awon queen vsrook & pawn ending. The technical part of the game is particularly instructive
for this type of ending:

\\\
\\\
lll
\

64...c2d6 65.%g7 Bb5 66.¥g3+ d7 67.Wa3 Bd5 68.#b4 &5 60.Wb7+ d8 70.8b8+ skd7 71.ckd4 Bd5+ 72.saca
he7 73.8g8 BFS5 74.¥g6 2d7 75.8g3 Bd5 76.8g7+ ed 77.8f6 d7 78.Wf7+ d6 79.We8 Bc5+ 80.2b4 Bd5
81.¥d8+ she5 82.We7 shf5 83.chc3 sheb 84.Wf8 Bd7 85.Wh8+ f5 86.s2c4 Bd5 87.%g7 1-0

Some more interesting cases with multiple pawns will be examined, concluding the chapter:
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The extrac-pawns are, of course, in the queen’s favour.

58.¢bh4 f7 59.Wes g7 60.We7+ g6 61.%8

Now the white king will be able to join the battle via the centre.

61..Bh5+ 62.¢kg4 Bg5+ 63.¢bf4 Bf5+ 64.c2ed4 Be5+ 65.d3 Bg5

65...56g5 66.Wf7 &f5
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67.Wg71+—.
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66.8g8+ &f5 67.Wf7 Bg3+ 68.c2e2 Bg2+ 69.%3 Bg5 70.Wes! 1-0
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54.8f8+7?

After 54.2b8! 2ad 55.a8=% Zxa8 56.2xa8 White wins.

54.8f8+7? cbxf8 55.a8=W+ tke7 56.Wb7+ Y2>-Ys

Draw. Black should just bring hisrook to g4, f5 or €5.
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32. W37

White could win with 32.b5!, attacking the black queenside pawns.

32..2el+! 33.2c2 b5! 34.Wh7 Beb

The rook has protected all the important pawns, and an impenetrable and indestructible fortress has been created.

35.¥xa7 &f8 36.Wh8+ thg7 37.Wc7 &f8 38.Wd8+ dhg7 39.We8 Bxg5 40.¥xe7 Bf5 41.%xd6 g8 42.d3 12-%»

Example 9
Khenkin Viktor
Study 1982
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If Whiteisto move, 1.Wh6+ g8 2.%h3 2el 3.¢bh6 g5! followed by 4...2e6+ |eads to the F.Dedrle drawing position.

But White can play better: 1.%¥e7! with matein 71st move, according to the tablebases!
1...f6+!

All rook retreats lose: 1...2f2? 2.¥h6+ g8 3.Wh4 2e2 4.¢bh6+—
or 1...8f3? 2.Wh6+ ¢g8 3.Wh1! Ee3 4.2h6+-.

1..f6+! 2.&h4 g5+

2...2f3?2 istempting because Black, after the forced continuation 3.%e7+ ¢h6 4.95+ fxgs+ 5.%xg5+ ©h7, isclose to
the drawn B.Guretzky-Cornitz position: al he needsisto play...2f5 when the king is on the 7th or the 8th rank.
However he failsto reach it: White plays 6.%e7+ &h6
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7.%e5! bh7 8.Wc7+ ©h6 9.56g4 Ef5 10.We7 8h5 11.Wf8+ &h7 12.Wf7+ bh6 13.W g8 Eg5+ 14.2f4 Hf5+ 15.ed+—
forcing the black king ahead and achieving a winning position (Dvoretsky).

N\
N\
%

3.skg3 Bf4 4. W7+ &h6

His unfavourably placed king betrays White.
5.5g21?

5.Wg8 Bf1 is useless.

5..Bxg4+ 6.2f3 Bf4+

6...f5!? - Dvoretsky.

7.%2e3 Bh4! 8.Wxf6+ ©h5 9. g7

9.Wf7+ bh6 and...2f4=.

9..Bf4Y>Y5

The B.Guretzky-Cornitz drawing position arises. Summing up, Black holds no matter who is on move.

20
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We must keep in mind that in multi-pawn endings with a far-advanced passed pawn being supported by the rook from
behind, a queen, when it must block the pawn, can be even weaker than the rook.
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\‘Q\\\

e

1.d7 ¥d8 2.8d1 &g8 3.c4 &f8 4.¢5 the7? 5.¢6 f5?

Black could probably save the game after 5...%a5! (planning...£2d8) 6.2d3 (6.d8=%+? ¥xd8 7.2xd8 bxd8—+) 6...Wel+
7.%2h2 We5+ 8.93 &2d8 9.2e3 Wh5+ 10.62g1 Wd1+ with a perpetual check.

6.8el+ &f7 7.8c1! ¥c7 8.93!

8.2d1? e7 9.8el+ bf7 10.2e8 (10.93 Wd6!=) is premature in view of 10...Wf4! 11.d8=% (11.2el Wd2; 11.93 Wcl1+
12.66h2 Wf1) 11...Wcl+ 12.2el (12.82h2 Wf4+) 12... Wixel+ 13.¢2h2 Wxf2= and White cannot escape from checks
(Dvoretsky). 8.%f1! is equivalent.

8..f4 9.8d1 &e7
9..Wd8 10.c7.

10.Bel+ bf7 11.8e8 ¥xc6 12.d8=H+! 1-0
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White should advance his king, creating attacking motifs.

42 .9t 7+ d6 43.We8 Bb6 44.c2a5! Eb3 45.%d8+ tc6 46.We7! Exc3

What else? If 46...52b7 47.¥ixe6 Exc3 48.Wxd5++—.

47.52a6!?

47 Wixe6+ b7 48.%xd5+ was simple but White has another way to improve!

47..2e3 48 ¥e8+ &d6 49.¢6b7 €5

49...2e4 50.W7d8# or 49...2b3+ 50.52¢c8 Ed3 51.%d7#.
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50.9f8+! ¢d7
50...c5e6 51.Wh6+.

51.%g7+ 1-0

And Black resigned due to 51...c2e8 52.dxe5.
The final example is enlightening of the practice value:

22
Karkanaquellir
Grivas Efstratios
Varna 1994
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Black can easily hold the draw by retaining either the g- or the h-pawns. However, due to the competitive requirements
of the Greek National Team (it was the last round of the Balkaniad), the author received an order to play for awin (!).
Of course, the only aim was the opponent’s clock. This explains Black’s ‘ efforts’ to lose the game, burning all bridges
behind him. Naturally, one cannot possibly comment on a game where both players had approximately a minute each to
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complete their moves, but | will try to spot some interesting ‘ moments'.

70...06 71.¥d8+ segd 72.¥d1+ oh4 73.Wel+ gd 74.¥gl+ bh5 75.%g3 a5 76.¥xh3+ g5 77.%h8 a4 78.¢ke3 a3
79.¥d8+ shgd 80.Wd1+ sbg5 81.Wad hh6 82.¥xa3 tg7 83.We7+ shg8 84.ched h8 85.Wh4+ g7 86.5e3 Bf7
87.%d8 Ef5 88.%d4+ g8 89.¢ke2 Bf7 90.Wd8+ g7 91.¢be3 Bf6 92.c2e4 Bf5 93.We7+ ¢hg8 94.¥d7 Bf7 95.Wh3 Bf5
96.%h6 ¢f7 97.Wh7+ &f6 98.Wh8+ g5 99.%2d4 Bf1 100.¢2e3 Bf5 101.sked gd 102.%h6 Bf4+? 103.¢be5?

Incredible, but both sides overlooked the simple 103.W/xf4+.

103...Bf5+ 104.cke6 Bf2 105.¥xg6+
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Even for titled chess-players timeis an important factor, even in theoretically-won positions. Let’s see why.
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105...s2f3 106.ske5 she2 107.Wga+ &d2 108.skd4 Be2 109.¥f4+ dbc2 110.Wf3 Bd2+ 111.s2c4 &b2?
111...<bb1.

112.%e3?

112.Wc3+ is not that difficult!

112...8c2+ 113.€2b4 Bcl 114.%b3+ chal 115.¢2a3 Bc2 116.%d3

Of course not 116.Wxc2? stalemate, but easier is 116.%e3.

116...Ba2+
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117.£b3?

A new comedy of errors starts. 117.sbb4 is il on the right track.

117.. Bb2+?

117...Ba3+! 118.sxa3 stalemate!

118.¢¢3?

118.s2¢4 is the right move, but not 118.¢ba3 Eb3+ 119.¢bxb3 stalemate again!
118...%a2?

118...Eb3+ 119.bxb3 stalemate.

119.%a6+

With 119.%d1 the ‘ Philidor Position’ (mentioned in earlier examples) arises.
119...sbb1 120.¥f1+ ka2 121.¥Wa6+

121.Wd1

121...%b1 122.Wa7 c2+ 123.¢ed3 Bb2 124.¢ke3 ¢l 125.¢2d3 Bd2+ 126.¢ke3 Bd5?!
126...Eb2.

127.¥c7+

127.Wal+ ¢c2 128.Wa2+.



127...56b2
127...52d1 128.#b7 2e5+ 129.¢2d3 hel 130.#g2 with mate to follow. 130.%h1+ &f2 131.%h2+ is also winning.
128 . ¥h7+ 1-0

And here Black ran out of time. A game full of critical mistakes but indeed quite instructive of the various possibilities
in this ending.



QUEEN VSTWO ROOKS

Thisending is quite simple, as the queen should be able to deliver perpetual check. The ‘rooks side hasjust two aims:
to deliver mate or win the queen.

Both of the above are quite difficult in theory and also in practise but nevertheless the * queen’ side should be careful not
to fall into the 5% of losses found here!

The rooks should be very near to their king for two purposes: to protect him and to co-operate for a potential mating net.

Assaid, the winning ratio for the rooks are less than 5% (according to statistics) and still requiresthe *help’ of the
opponent!
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White' sking is rather exposed and no mate threats have emerged, so adraw is the natural outcome.

73.. W2+ 74.be5 We3+ 75.¢d6 Wfa+ 76.5c6 Wca+ 77.2b7 Wd5+ 78.ska7 &d7
The checks could continue: 78...¥d7+ 79.2b7 Wf5 80.2c6 Wg4 81.62b8 Wif4+=.
79.2d6+

Ending the ‘torture’!

79...¥xd6 80.8xd6+ sbxd6 Ya-Ye

2
Unuk Laura
Melia Salome
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Again adrawn position. Still, White tried for some more moves as she has nothing to lose:

61.8c4 Wel3+ 62.8c3 Who+ 63.cba2 Wa7+ 64.2b2 Wf2+ 65.8c2 Wd4+ 66.c0a2 Wa7+ 67.2b1 Wgl+ 68.2b2 Who+
69.¢bcl Yo-Ys
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The placement of the queen decides.



76...Bcl+ 77.¢6f2 B7c2+ 78.82g3 Bc3+ 0-1
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84.2d6

84.bxf7 would lead to a stalemate but anyway Black can hold.

84.. ¥f4+ 85.¢c6 Wca+ 86.¢ed7 Wh5+ 87.¢hc7 Was+ 88.8b6 Wa7+ 89.¢hc6 Wad+ 90.¢kb7 Wed+ 91.¢b8 W4+
92.8dd6 sbg8 93.2a8 ¥f3+ 94.2dc6

It israther difficult for White to ‘ commit suicide’ but he should still be careful, as his king can be driven into a mating
net.

94...Wa3+ 95.sb7 Wf3 96.ska8 Wa3+ 97.8a6 We7?
A decisive blunder! 97...%f8+ continues the endless checking, assuring the draw.

98.Bc8+ f7 99.8a7 1-0



QUEEN VSTWO ROOKS & PAWNS

An ending where the rooks and the pawn(s) are in charge and the queen istrying to save the day by achieving perpetual
check!

Starting with one pawn on the board, we can easily understand that the central pawn (e & d) is not that helpful, asit
allows the queen to check from everywhere! So, it reduces the winning chances if it is not advanced.
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Activity (white king) and passivity (black queen) makes the difference in this example. The pawn is aready well-
advanced and its king supports it.

72.5ke6! Wb6+ 73.8f7 b3+ 74.¢ke7
74.%f8! was more accurate, leading to the game: 74...Wa3+ 75.50e8.
74.. a3+

Black should try 74...%e3+, although after 75.2f7 Wf3+ 76.22e6 Wc6+ 77.2d6 Wc2
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78.2h4+! (78.d8=%? Wf5+1=) 78...56g7 79.d8=W+— he loses anyway.

75.¢0e8 We3+ 76.2ded 1-0

The bishop pawn is not that bad, but there still exists too many drawn positions and many checksl!
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Here Black isin no danger, as the pawn is prematurely advanced.



78.5g3 sbg5! 79.f6+ sg6! 80.82d3 Wc7+ 81.8d6 Wc5 1o-vs
White' s king istoo exposed for any winning attempts.
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White' s king has been caught in a deadly mating net, so the end can’t be far off...
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71.¥b1+ Beg6 72.%f5 h8! 73.Wc8+ Bg8 74.Wh3+ chg7 75.Wc3+ {62!

Black could finish the game shortly by anice (and to be remembered) manoeuvre: 75...2h7! 76.%c2 £h8! and
next...&2g7+ or...sbg8+.

76.9c7+ &h8 77.Wf4 8897 78.Wh8+ &h7 79.¥b1 Be7 80.¢2h3 ¢g7 81.¥d3 Bg5

More accurate was 81...2e5! 82.Wd7+ h6 83.Wd2+ Hegb 84.¢bh4 2g8 85.Wf4 g7 86.Wc7+ g6 87.Wc2+ vh6
88.Wd1 (88.%d2 £h8!) 88...2h8—+.

82.9d6 &f7 83.d8 eh7 84.¢bh4 &g7 85.¢h3 Egl 86.¢2h4 Eg2 87.62h3 Eg5 88.€2h4 Bb7

Black couldn’t imagine the above-mentioned manoeuvre and he plays moves senselesdly, trying to fish for something.
The only plus for him is that his position remains winning!

89.¢%h3 Ba7 90.¢kh2 Bg6 91.¢kh3 &h7 92.¢2h2 Bag7 93.%d3 &h8 94.Wd8+ Bg8 95.Wd2 Eg5 96.We2



L, / /E””

aaaaaa

%%%E

%%@%@
o, 0. 0. 7,

a b cde f gh

A N w o N o

96...85g7! 0-1

Finaly! And asthe threat 97...2h7+ cannot be avoided, White resigned!

Asfor the rook pawn, the problem isthat it limitsits own king as well, afact which in many cases hel ps the queen to
deliver perpetual.
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At first sight it seems that White will prevail, but the rook pawn does not give the white king enough space to
manoeuvre, so theoretically the position is drawn - but practically Black has difficult in saving it!

105.¢b7 ¥b5+ 106.¢2a8 ¥d5 107.sb8 ¥b5+ 108.¢2c8 Wf5+
Black is obliged to continually check.

109.2d7 Wa5?

Which he forgets! He had to opt for 109...%f8+ 110.2d8 Wf5+ 111.8d7 (111.¢2c7 Wab+) 111...%f8+, achieving the
draw.

110.8d4+ g3 111.sbb7! ¥b5+ 112.8b6 1-0

The knight pawn should be the best; everything seems to run smoothly! So, we will examine more positions with this
interesting pawn!
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A winning position for Black. He will slowly advance his pawn, creating at the same time mating threats on the
opponent king. The procedure is slow but it is difficult for White to find a perpetual check - the extra pawn provides a
good shelter for the black king.

73..8d3+ 74.5eg2 Bb3 75.%e2 Bdb7 76.%e6 Ec3 77.%e2 Bd7!
Now the queen cannot easily leave the 2nd rank, due to mating threats (...2d2+ and...Ec1+).

78.5kh2 Bf7 79.2g2 Ec5 80.We3 Hcf5 81.Wh3+ ¢hg7 82.We3 Bc7 83.Wd4+ &f7 84.Wd2 Be7 85.%293 Efeb 86.Wf4+ Bf5
87.%d2 Ba7 88.We3 Eb7 89.Wc3 Bd7 90.Wb3+ Bfd5 91.&f4 &f6 92.Mb2+ Bd4+ 93.¢ke3



93.¢bf3 hf5 94.Wc2+ 2d3+ 95.¢g2 hg5—+.

93...82g5 94.% g2+ Bg4 95.Wc6 Be7+ 96.2f2 Bf 7+ 97.2e2 ¢kh5 98.%h1+ Eh4 99.%d5+ Bf5 100.%e6 Bhf4 101.%e8
£#f8 102.%c6 g5

Finally the pawn advances!
103.¥h1+ Bh4 104.¥g2 BeS8+ 105.¢kd3 Bf4
105...E2he4 looks better: 106.%h2+ g6 107.¥d6+ 28e6 108.¥b8 g4—+.

106.%h1+
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106...s2g6?

A blunder that could have cost the half-point. 106...ceg4! 107.#g2+ &f5 108.%d5+ 2e5—+ was correct.

107.¥c6+! &f7 108.%d5+?

White didn’t take his chance: 108.#b5! 2d8+ (108...£2g6 109.#c6+=) 109.¢2e3 and Black cannot protect his pawn!

108...216 100.Wd6+ ©f7 110.8d5+ &f6 111 Wd6+ Be6 112.Wi8+ shgb 113 W8+ ©f5 114,917+ Ei6 115.8Wd7+ ©g6
116.We8+ Bf7 117.8g8+ sbh5 118.Whs+ shga

Black is back on the right track!

119.¥h1 Bf3+ 120.e2 Bf2+ 121.%e3 873+ 122.ched Be2+ 123.2d4 Bff2 124.8h6 Bd2+ 125.52¢3 Bd5 126.We6+
Bdf5 127.Wel g3 128.Wgl+ Eg2 129.Wel+ shh2 130.Wed?!

130.¢2d3 was the best try: 130...2f4 131.We5 2g3+ 132.che2 Hff3—+.

130...Egf2?!



130...2f3+! was winning on the spot: 131.¥xf3 (131.€d4 2f4—+) 131...293 132.¥xg3+ dxg3—+.
131.We7 853+ 132.¢2d4 Bf4+ 133.5ke3 g4 134.Wh7+ g2 135. b7+ B2f3+ 136.5ke2 Bad!
Never forget that the white king can be aso in trouble!

137.%d5 Eb4 138.%e5 Eb2+! 0-1

A trick to remember.
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White wins but the procedure can be long and tiring...
74.. Wf4+ 75.82g1 We3+ 76.2h1 Wf4 77.8h3 ¥f1+ 78.%2h2 Wf4+ 79.8g3+ &f7 80.8h5

White secures the king and prepares the advance of the pawn.

80...se6 81.€2h3 Wicl 82.8gg5 We3+ 83.93 Wyl 84.8e5+ ¢hf6 85.8hf5+! g6
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White's last two moves were forced, so as to offer security to the king on the 4th rank.

86... Wh1+ 87.cog4 Wd1 88.He6+ g7 89.8ef6 Wd7+ 90.2h5 #d1
91.5i7+ g8 92.94 Wh1+ 93.8g6 1-0

90...We8+ 91.Ef7+ g8 92.g4+—.

86.2f3!

And Black resigned due to 93...%b1+ 94.23f5 Wh6+ 95.27f6 Wd8 96.2f8+ Wxf8 97.8xf8+ &xf8 98.0h7+—.
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A very similar position to the last game, and of course White is again winning.

89.8f3 Wal+ 90.¢bh2 We5+ 91.8fg3

Mating threats appears suddenly! The pawn is quite useful, providing shelter to its king.
91...h5 92.898

The simple 92.8g5+ ¥xg5 93.8xg5+ xg5 94.¢2g3 was winning as well.

92...82h6 93.Bh8+!

A typical exchanging manoeuvre!

93...¥xh8 94.8h3+ g7 95.8xh8 ©xh8 96.52g3 g7 97.ckg4 g6 98.93 ©f6 99.6h5 shg7 100.sbg5 h7 101.f6
shg8 102.5206 h8 103.g4 shg8 104.95 h8 105.%f7 1-0

8

Dzagnidze Nana
Gunina Valentina
Batumi 2016
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The black king is placed in the centre, so mating threats are avoided for now.
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68.2bf4 Wb1+ 69.8f1 Wh6+ 70.84f2 We3!
Now White needs to regroup her rooks.
71.8d1 a7 72.8el+ shd4 73.93 oc4 74.8Bed+ d5 75.8ee $od6 76.52g2 Was+ 77.8f3 Wd5 78.8ee3 ¥Wh7 79.94!

White is steadily improving, while Black can do nothing more than wait for some perpetual check opportunity to
appear.

79...%b4 80.g5?!
80.sbg3 was natural. Now the win could have been prolonged for 30 moves!
80...¥b2+2!

80...¥b5! would have made White to regret her last move, although she can still win: 81.&f6+ (81.2g3? Wh2+!=)
81...5c7 82.293 We2+ 83.2f2 Wed+ 84.¢6h3 Wh7+ 85.c2g4 Wd7+ 86.2f5 Wd4+ 87.¢0h3 Wh8+ 88.%2g2 Wh2+ 89.1f2

and so on.
81.s2g3 ¥b1 82.¢g4!
The white king will find shelter in front of his pawn, assisting it to queen.

82...¢kd5 83.Bf5+ &d6 84.8feb Wd1+ 85.¢ef5 Wif1+ 86.g6 Wif4 87.c2g7! Wa4 88.8e6+ od7 89.96 ¥g4 90.¢2g8 Wica
91.97 Wa2 92.kh7 Wh2+ 93.8h6 ¥c2+ 94.%2h8 Wh2 95.8f3 1-0

Black resigned. After 95...%2e7 96.2ff6 White queens.

With two or more pawns the win shouldn’t be difficult for the rooks - the material is already too high in their favour!

Actually the second pawn is an important extra shelter for its king! Keep in mind that the only salvation for the ‘ queen’
side is perpetual check or - in some very rare cases - stalemate.



If the pawns are connected there is usually no chance for perpetual check, thereby affording an easy win.
Here the flank pawns should be a much easier case than the central ones.
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The end should be near to hand as White' s rooks and connected pawns cannot be matched by the queen.
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70.8Bhg5+ $oh6 71.8f6+ h7 72.8gf5 Wd1 73.2h2
73.82f1 We2 74.94 was good as well.

73..Wc2+ 74.8f2 Wic5 75.86f5 Wd4 76.8f 7+ g8 77.87f4 Wd1 78.94 skg7 79.84f3 Wd6+ 80.2h3 Wd1 81.8f1 We2
82.h5 ¥eb 83.g5! 1-0
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Navara David
Sargissian Gabriel
Huaian 2016
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White wins smoothly, as the black king is also under mating net threats.

89.¢bh5 We2+ 90.81f3 WeB 91.h4 2h8 92.¢kh6

The white king is perfectly protected.

92.. g8

92...¢bg8 93.8f8+ Wixf8+ 94.8xf8+ hxf8 95.06+—.

93.Ef8 1-0

11

Yu Yangyi
DingLiren
Danzhou 2014
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98...f5 99.%d8+ g4 100.¥d1+ ©h4 101.¥h1+ ¢g5 102.%¥h8
102.%g2+ Eg4 ends the checks.

102...e4 103.¢d4 83 104.%h2 Eh6 105.%b2

Or 105.Wg1+ f6 106.%g8 2d3+ 107.cbc4 2hl—+.

105...8e6 106.¢kd5 Be7 107.skd6

107.Wg2+ chf4 108.#h2+ chgd 109.Wg2+ 293 110.We2+ hg5—+.
107...8h7 108.ske5 Bhh3

The rooks are perfect when co-operating!

109.%d2+ g4 110.We2 Bhg3 111.%h2 €3 112.We2 kh3 113.62d4 Bf2 114.Wel g2 115.¢d3 e2+ 116.€2d4 f4
117.shed Be3+ 118.¢f5 Bf1 119.%d2 0-1

And White resigned due to 119...s2g1 and the pawn queens.
Aninteresting case isthat of doubled pawns. In away they act like one, but offer better protection to the king:

12

Kramnik Vladimir
Andreikin Dmitry
Tromso 2013
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Obvioudly this ending with the doubled pawnsis an easy win, therefore White' s task is ssmple here; using this fact he
slowly but surely puts his opponent king ‘ on the ropes'.
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56.2fg5+ f6 57.8b5 Wc2 58.8h6+ shg7 59.8bb6 ®c5 60.Ebg6+ thf8
60...2f7 61.5c6 We5 62.2¢7+! (the usual trick!) 62...82g8 63.8hn7+—,
61.8n7! Wf5 62.8gg7 Web 63.567 1-0

63... %06 64.2hf7+ g8 65.2g7+ Wxg7 66.2xg7+ &xg7 67.g4+—.
Separated pawns is the most difficult case. Usually the ‘rooks’ side ‘forgets’ one so as to strongly advance the other; in
other words, using it as a decoy!

But of course the perpetual check islooming, as the king lacks satisfactory shelter.

13

Karpov Anatoly
Anand Viswanathan
L ausanne 1998
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Hereit ismostly the b-pawn and the mating threats that will carry the day.
81.83e5 Wha+

White will decisively advance his b-pawn after 81...% g3+ 82.¢th5 Wxh3+ 83.¢2g6 Wg2+ 84.8g5 Wh7 85.2f5+ tg3
86.5f7.

82.seg4 g7+ 83.8f5 Wh7+ 84.¢kf6 Wha+
84...Wxh37? loses the queen after 85.5e2+ &1 86.2el+ hf2 87.26e2++— - the decoy!

85.2f7 Wh7+ 86.¢e8 ¥Wb7
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The black queen has blockaded the b-pawn, so White turns to his other foot-soldier now!

87.h4! ¥b8+ 88.&kf7 Wh7+ 89.¢2g6 ¥h8 90.h5 W8+ 91.&f5 Wh7+ 92.¢bf6 f3 93.8e3+ &f2 94.8e2+ f3 95.82e3+
bf2 96.¢2g5 Wg8+ 97.¢bh4 Wd8+ 98.62h3 ¥d1 99.8e2+ f3 100.¢kh2?!

100.2el! wins on the spot due to the threat of 101.2f1#.

100.. #d8 101.86e3+ 4 102.b7 W6 103.Eed+ sbf3 104.82e3+ ©f2 105867 Wd6+ 106.52h3 Wh8 107.8365 gl
108.8g7+ 1-0

108...f2 109.2f 7+ gl 110.Eel#.
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61.8Bed2 Wc5+ 62.82b2 ¥es+ 63.8d4!
White will shelter her king with the rooks, advancing the pawns.

63...56h7 64.b4 sog7 65.h4 sbh7 66.22d3 We2+ 67.¢eb3 Wel 68.b5 ¥b1+ 69.s2ad Wa2+ 70.2b4 Wh2+ 71.cbc5 Wcl+
72.5006 Wgl 73.82b7

1-0

With three or more pawns the win istrivial and nearly nothing can go wrong.



QUEEN & PAWNSVSTWO ROOKS & PAWNS

In general, a queen and one pawn equal two rooks. Thisis of course asimplistic way to evaluate matters, and its
misunderstanding will eventually guide us to nearly always prefer the two rooks.

Thus, in asituation with an equal number of pawns and no particular structural weaknesses for either side, the side with
the rooks usually has the upper hand.

In general, it isnot an easy job to say when the two rooks are better than a queen; it all depends on the strategical factors
of each exact position. The two rooks might offer a serious advantage and high chances of getting the full point, if they
can utilise their positive assets.

The queen should avoid passive positions or, if thisis not possible, then should avoid such endings altogether! The

gueen has the upper hand when the rooks are disconnected or doomed to passivity because of the need to stop an
opponent’ s passed pawns or to defend their own pawns.

MUTUAL AGREEMENT

There are many drawn positions that have been already examined in chess endgame theory. Some of them will be
presented here:
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Thisis atheoreticaly-drawn position. Black’s king is too exposed and besides, capturing the white g-pawn is no longer
awin, as White can achieve a theoretically-drawn pawn ending. White should advance his king and pawn closeto his
opponent’ s king, getting ready for the drawn pawn ending.
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37.¥h5+ ¢bg8 38.WeS+ Bf8 39.Wec+ B1f7

The only way to avoid an immediate draw. Now the white king enters the fray!



40.s2g3! Bd8 41.cg4 f8 42.¢g5 Bf6 43.%b3 Bdd6 44.Wh8+ f7 45.Wb3+ Bdeb
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46.g4) £g8 47.82h4 7 48.8d3+ Bgb6 49.5 Bef6

A typical drawn ending arises after 49...2el 50.g5 Eh1+ 51.c2g4 £h2 52.¢2g3 Eh5 53.¢2g4 Ehxg5+ 54.Wxg5 Exg5+
55.89xg5
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50.%e4 Ec6 51.¢2g3 Ec3+ 52.8h4 Bc5 53.¢2g3 Eh5 54.%b1 Ba5 55.We4 Kal 56.Wf5 Bgl+ 57.¢f2 Bhl

57...21xg4 58.Wh5+ g8 59.Wd5+ &f8 60.Wd8+ &f7 61.Wd7+ bf6 62.Wd6+ g5 63.We5+ is also adraw by perpetual
check.



58.52g3 Bgl+ 59.%f2 B1xgd Yovs
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Here White should be OK, as his extra pawn should be enough to hold.

32.%b4 Bd1+ 33.2h2 Be2

Activity of the rooks isimportant!

34.%h8+ g7 35.%xa7 Bdd2 36.¢2g1 Bel+ 37.¢2h2 8f1

Of course, here Black could have repeated moves with 37...2ee2= but he was looking for awin!
38.a4 Bfxf2

The alternative 38...2dd1 39.g3 £h1+ (39...hxg3+? 40.¢bxg3+) 40.6bg2 2hgl+ 41.5f3 (41.¢0h2=) 41...hxg3 42.fxg3
2d3+ 43.cbed 2gxg3 44.b4 would be rather unclear!

39.%h7

Despite his two passed pawns on the queenside it’s White who has to play precisely in order to achieve adraw. But of
course neither sideisin too great a danger of losing the game; only if they really overdo things, which is not usually the
case when two strong players meet and fight...
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39...g5!

It isessential to protect the h4-pawn. 39...Ef1? 40.Wed4! g5 41.We3 Ed5 42.a5 can be risky for Black.

40.%ed

40.85 is good enough: 40...2d1 41.We7 g6 42.Wed+ h6 43.Wc6+ f6 44.We8=.

40...Bfe2

Bf12

40..
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41.We3! as noted previoudly.
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43.%a8!
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And Black cannot avoid the checks: 43...2el 44.% g8+ £h6 45.Wh8+=. Y>>
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Black should not face too many problems here, but the threat of g5+ should be neutralised and White should not be
allowed to double rooks on the f-file.

44.. .Rg7?

The correct defence was 44...Wd7! 45.82g5+ &h7! (45...56h6? 46.2f6+ h7
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47.2g4! €5 48.8g5+-) 46.5f6 We7! and Black holds.
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44...shg77? 45.8g5+ bf8
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46.2g6!



Thisiswhat Black missed!

46...€5

46...Wd7 47 2Egf6+—.

47 Bgf6 e4 48 Bxf7+ g8 49.8e7

The rooks regroup to attack another pawn.

49...Wd3 50.8f4 e3 51.Bfed

Black cannot hold his pawn any longer and he soon runs out of checks.

51...%c2+ 52.62h3 W8+ 53.g4 Wcl 54.8xe3 Wh1+ 55.¢293 Wgl+ 56.2f4 Wf2+ 57.¢bg5 ¥Wd2 58.¢2g6 1-0
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Black should be able to defend as the white pawn structure is not ideal.

h

90.2b5 Wed 91.8b6 g4?
Panic! The calm 91...%e5 was enough, as after 92.2bxf6+ Wxf6 93.8xf6+ &xf6 we have a dravn pawn ending.
92.hxg4 g5 93.Bbxf6 oxgs 94.8f8 Wd5

Or 94...@?95 95.¢bh2 ¢hh6 96.28f5 Wd4 97.52f6+ Hh7 98.826f4 We5 99.2h3+ @gG 100.2g3+ ¢hh5 101.Ef8 &h6
102.2h8+ ¥xh8 103.2h3+.

95.88f4+ ©g5
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96.82f5+!
Transposing to awon pawn ending.

96...Wxf5 97.8xf5+ shxf5 98.f3 ©g6 99.8gd ©f6 100.%14 tg7 101.g5 ©f7 102.5f5 shg7 103.52e6 shg6 104.F4
thg7 105.f5 ©f8 106.2f6! 1-0
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Thislooks like an easy draw, as analysed in the game A.Shirov-V.Anand, but the position of the white king is bad - he
should be on the kingside.

47..8d6!
Now the white king cannot cross the f-file.
48.We7 8f6 49.Wed Bgf8 50.%e2 Bf2+ 51.¢hd3 Bd8+ 52.¢ke3 Bff8 53.¥c6 EdeS+

The king is pushed further away from his kingside, where he will not be protected by pawns and can be caught in
mating nets.

54.¢bd4 Be2 55.2d3 Efe8 56.Wf3 B2e5 57.¢2d4 Bel 58.d3?!

The only way of resistance is to place the king near to Black’ s first rank, hoping that the opponent’ s rooks will leave it,
allowing a perpetual check.
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58.¢bd5! 2d8+ 59.¢bc6 Hcl+ 60.%2b7. But of course Black has awinning plan: 60...2d7+ 61.¢bb6 2d6+ 62.%2b7 &f6
63.Wed Hcfl 64.94 214 65.We2 (65.We8+ £f8 66.We2 H4f6—+) 65...2d4 66.¢0¢7 2g8! 67.We8+ h7 68.We2 Bff4—+
Easier said than done!
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58...82d8+ 59.¢bc2



7 /‘/ /E/ /‘/’ @
o, &

% <

. A

7.0,

3
O A
7 K

a b cde f gh

A N w o N o

59...8e5! 60.€2c3 Bch+ 61.82b4 Ecl 62.¢a3 Bb8 63.¢ka2 Bc5 64.¢2a3 0-1

QUEEN DOMINATION

The side with the queen will prove stronger when the player with the two rooks has alot of weak pawns and/or squares.
Y et, the balance in a queen versus two rooks’ situation depends alot on the position.

Thus, arule of thumb isto prefer the queen when it has alot of weak squares and pawns to attack. Remember that
things are not always that bleak for the queen! Such a strong piece must have its glorious moments as well.

1

Carlsen Magnus
Wang Yue
Linares 2009
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Black’s material advantage is strong and can easily tell in such positions. The more so as the white rooks lack targets...

45.8d3 ¥c2

45...f5 was aso quite strong but Black has in mind to eliminate the queenside pawns and then win an extra white pawn,

achieving an easily won 3-1 on the kingside.

46.s2d4 a4!

Accurate! 46...Wxa2? 47.chcd ad 48.28d4 axb3 49.8xb3 wasn't clear.

47 bxad ¥xa2 48.¢2c5 b3 49.8b8 b2 50.2db3 ¥xad 51.Bxb2 ¥xed
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Mission completed. Now Black will advance his pawns and his king will assist as well.

52.88b3 &h6 53.5c3 f5 54.8bb3 ¥e5+ 55.¢ec4 h5 56.62d3 h4 57.¢d?2 f4 58.8f3 g5 59.8fd3 ®c5 60.8bc3 #f2+
61.cbd1 Wif1+ 62.22d2 ¥g2+ 63.22d1 ¥Wed 64.82d2 h5 0-1
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White' s material advantage should be enough for the win.

A N w o N

44,9771

44.e7! 298 45.a4, followed by ska2-b3, should not be difficult.

44 Wif 7?1 cheb! 45 Wg7+

45.e7? sd6 would be OK for Black.

45...shxe6 46.¥xa7 Bcb 47.a4

Exchanging the a- and b-pawns, creating two passed pawns, seems the correct follow-up.

47...%d6 48.a5 bxab 49.%xa5 Eb8 50.%f5 BEbc8 51.¢kc2 Bc5 52.Wf6+ ¢hd7 53.#d4+ ¢eb
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54.b3?

A blunder! White should advance with a slow-but-steady hand: 54.2b3 £b8+ 55.ba4 Ebc8 (55...2c6 56.Wed+ bd7
57.Wd5+ 2d6 58.Wf5+ ¢hc7 59.b4+-) 56.5bb4 E5¢7 (56...25¢6 57.¢4) 57.Wb6+ (57.c4? Eb7+ 58.82¢3 Ech8 59.Wd5+
che7=) 57...22c6 58.Wh5+—.

54...8xc3+! 55.%xc3 &d7!

Missed by White, who was only expecting 55...8xc3+ 56.stxc3 ¢d5 57.2b4+—.
56.¢2d3 Bxc3+ 57.¢xc3 sc7!

Opposition and draw!

58.¢d3 &d7 59.¢2d4 d6 Yo-s

3

Svidler Peter
Ponomariov Ruslan
M oscow 2001
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Black stands better; his passed and protected e-pawn and the weaknesses of the white pawn structure (g4, c3, a2), makes
White' s life miserable.
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27..¥g5! 28 893

28.5e2 |oses to 28...¥xgd+ 29.8g2 Wd7.

28...b5!

Targets must be fixed forever! Black also prepares the idea...a5 and...b4, weakening the d4-pawn.
29.8f2

29.2b1 Wd2! doesn't help: 30.2xb5? Wel+ 31.¢2g2 We2+—+.

29...¢2g7 30.$2g2 a5 31.8b2
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31...b4! 32.cxb4 axb4

Even better was 32...Wc1! 33.2f2 axb4 34.2b3 Wd1—+.

33.h3 ¥cl

The rooks are too passive and clumsy as defenders; the black queen dominates the game.

34.Egb3
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34...sbh6!



It'stime for the black king to assist his queen.

35.8xb4 ¥d1!

With the simple threat...e3-€2.

36.¢kf2

Alternatives such as 36.a4 €3 37.2b1 e2—+ or 36.24b3 ¥xd4 37.2e2 g5 38.a3 Wd1 39.2be3 &f4—+ are not helpful.
36...8kg5

36...Wf3+ 37.ckel Wxh3 38.a4 g5 was more accurate.
37.Be2

37.a4 bf4 38.24b3 Wxd4+—+.

37...sbf4 38.8b3

38.a4 e3+ 39.8xe3 Wd2+ 40.8e2 Wxb4—+.

38.. Wxd4+ 39.bg2 Wca 40.8f2+ shg5 41.8f7 d4
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42.h4+
A last clever try/trap, as the alternative 42.8xh7 2f4 43.2b2 e3—+ was easy.

42...soxh4
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Black could be easily get carried away and fall for the simple but very effective for White: 42...cbxg4? 43.2g3+ h5
44 8Bxh7#.

43.8Bxh7+ soxgd 44.8g3+ &f5 0-1

4
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Black’ s advantage is obvious, as his queen can combine attacks against the enemy king and his pawns. Another
important plus of his position is the passivity of the white rooks.
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43.. Wca+ 44.5kb1 b3!

Now the b2-pawn will soon be |ost.

45.fxe5

Forced: 45.5f2 exf4 46.8xf4 ¥d3+ 47.cbal Wa6+.

45..Wd3+ 46.chal Wa+ 47.2b1 Wa2+ 48.shcl Wal+ 49.¢kd2 ¥xb2+ 50.82d3 dxe5 51.¢kc4!

The most active try. After the passive 51.2e3 Wd4+ 52.f3 Wd3+ 53.¢tg2 b2 Black will exchange his b2-pawn for
White' s on e4 and g4, winning the ending with three pawns vs none!

51...5ke6

51...Wc2+! 52.¢6d5 6 is even better.

52.95 ¥c2+ 53.¢kb4 b2 54.8g1

54.cha3! Wd2 55.2g1 is amore stubborn defence.

54...6 55.gxf6 xf6 56.8gf 1+ sbg7 57.8g1 ¥d2+ 58.¢kc4
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58...01=E8?!

58...g5! 59.2d1 We3 60.2del ¥d4+ 61.52b3 g6 is strong enough. Black must not hurry with this exchange and first
activate his king and his g-pawn.

59.8xb1 ¥d4+ 60.2b3 Wxes 61.¢kc3

61.2bd1! &f7 62.293 would be amuch better defensive set-up.



61..¥f3+?

61...%e3+? 62.¢bca g5 63.52d5 g6 64.2bd1 Wc3 65.52e4 is not clear, but 61...%d4+! 62.€¢2 e4 cutting off the enemy
king, istheright way.
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62.sc4!

The white king comes in, helping his rooks to stop the enemy pawns.

62...e4 63.2d4 €3?

Better is 63...%d3+ although after 64.¢2e5 €3 65.2h1 it is not easy for Black to improve his position.
64.8bf1 We2 65.2el Wd2+ 66.c2e4 €2 67.%f3

Black will lose his e-pawn, so there is not much left to play on with.

67...¥d3+ 68.8f2 Wd4+ 1>V,

Black misplayed his winning position because he forgot to activate his king; an important feature in nearly all endings.

5

|zoria Zviad
Gagunashvili Merab
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White has secured a clear advantage. His queen is very active and his h-pawn will be an important factor in the
upcoming battle. Black’ s rooks are misplaced and his ‘ centralised’ king helps the missions of the white queen (by
various possible checks). Black’s only counterplay lies with his passed e-pawn, but surely thisis not enough to save
him?

32.Wb4+ &f6 33.¥xb7 Bgg8

After 33...2ag8 34.%xa6 Hxh2 35.a5 White's three passed pawns will carry the day.

34.a5€e5

Black must look for counterplay in his passed e-pawn. His main problem remains his unprotected king.
35.Wf3+ ¢he6 36.h4

Time for the passed pawn to run!

36...2gf8 37.¥ g4+ d6 38.h5 Bae8 39.Wb4+ e6 40.Wca+ f5 41.Wxa6 e4 42. ¥ g6+ &f4
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43.2d2!

The white king will stop this dangerous black e-pawn, while the white queen will help the advance of the white pawns.
43...%f3

43...e3+ 44.he? Hg8 45.Wf6+ chgd (45...ched 46.Wco+ thdd 47.a6) 46.h6.

44.shel €3 45.a6 e2 46.a7 she3 47.Wgl+! f4 48.b4 BF5 49. W2+ ¢hg5 50.a8=1!

The careless 50.Wg2+? oxh5 51.a8=W7? 2f1+ 52.Wxf1 exf1=¥+ 53.c2xf1 Exa8 would be a nightmare for White.

50...8xa8 51.%g2+ 1-0

6
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White' s advantage is large, based on his well-advanced passed pawn and the weaknesses around the black king.

30.%b4! Be5

Black hasto remain ‘passive’, as 30...2d1? loses to 31.Wg4++—.

31.%d6

Threatening Wc7.

31...Eb5 32.We7 Ebb8 33.a4 a5 34.f3 Bf8 35.%h3

It istime for the white king to assist; White cannot queen his pawn but he will create further threats with hisking’s

assistance.

35...¢2g7 36.93 shg6 37.94 16
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38.¢kh4 h5

38...2a8 loses to 39.f4 f5 40.Wd6+ g7 41.gxf5 Exf5 42.Wc7!+—,

39.gxh5+ &h6 40.f4 Ebd8 41.f5 Bb8 42.We3+ g7 43.h6+ £h8 44.%e7 Bba+ 45.8h5 1-0

7
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Black’s extra pawn is healthy but White should still be able to defend.



35.8c5?!

Activity is the key-word in such endings. White should attack the black pawn structure with 35.2c7! After 35...%e2
36.2al Wf2 37.2d7 Wxd4 38.82a5 f5 39.2axd5 he would have nothing to be afraid of.

35.8c57! Weq?!

Returning the favour. After 35...f5! White would be in trouble, as 36.8xd5? fails to 36...W/b3—+.
36.82¢c3?!

36.2c7! was again the right path for White.

36...f5 37.shgl

Or 37.2g3+ ¢bh4 38.2f3 g5 and with the follow-up of...f4 and...n5-g4, Black will dominate.
37...f4 38.¢ef2 52!

Aswe have aready noted, 38...2h4! is quite strong.

39.¢f1?

White forgets to create something and instead he remains passive. He should think of organising a 3rd-rank defence
with 39.g3! h5 40.gxf4 sbxf4 41.2dd3 and | do not see how Black will improve enough to gain the full point.

39...057

.....
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The correct idea but the wrong execution. He should start with 39...h5.
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40.8f3?

Both sides missed the tactical 40.8el! ¥xd4 41.g4+ fxg3 (41...5hg6 42.Hc6+=) 4253+ thgb 43 .He6+ @h5 44.2f6 with



adraw!

40...h5 41.8f2 ¥e3!

41...g47? would trap the black queen after 42.8e2+—.

42.8e2 Wh3 43.8e5+ f6 44.8d2

44 Edel loses to 44... Wd3+ 45.81e2 Wxd4—+.

44.. ¥c3 45.¢ke2 g6

Passive. The clear-cut win was by 45...g4 46.2d3 Wc2+ 47.2d2 f3+! 48.gxf3 gxf3+ 49.c2e3 Wl 50.42d3 W1+ 51.ce3

Wel+ 52.¢bd3 f2.

46.skel g4 47.hxgd hxgd
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48 Bxd5?

Whiteis lost anyway, but he had to fight on with 48.2e6+ &f7 49.8e5 bf6.

48.. We3+

Or 48...Wcl+ 49.5d1 (49.c2e2 Wca+) 49.. We3+ 50.¢bf1 g3.

49.8e2

49.sed1 Wh3+—+,

49...Wcl+ 50.¢0f2 g3+ 51.¢bf3 Wf1+ 52.¢hgd Wixe2+ 53.¢bxf4 Wf2+ 0-1

ROOKSDOMINATION



Rooks are powerful when they act together. A standard method is doubling the rooks to gain, or at least stop, an enemy
pawn. Rooks can also create mating threats, particularly when the opponent’ sking is cut off at an edge. The most
important factors that are usually in favour of the rooks are:

1. The rooks have full control of the position.

2. Theking is safe.

3. The rooks support a passed pawn.

4. There are fixed pawn structures.

5. The rooks have safe anchor squares.

6. The queen has no real targets.

7. The queen must passively protect weak pawns.
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White' s weak pawns do not promise him an easy time - Black needs to regroup his rooks and attack them, but first he
has to deal with hisking's security. Also note that the white king is not safe at all!

42...shcT7?

42...bar! 43.¥xd6 £f7 was the correct follow-up.

42...sc7? 43.¥ca+ b7 44 Med+! d51?

A fair try to win, as the alternative 44...c2a7 45.We7+ a8 46.%e2 b5 47.We6 |ooks fine for White.

45.¥xd5+?



Winning the weak d-pawn is not important; White had an easy draw with 45.We7+ a8 46.We2 ka7 (46...b5 47.%e6!)
47 WeT+,

45...%a7 46.c4

46.a4 ab 47.h4 Eb7 48.Web5 &h7 and Black is on top.

46...8fc8 47.Wd7+ a8 48.¢gl Bc5

Black startsto find a good set-up and he is ready to attack the white targets.
49.¢2f1 Bbc8 50.h4 Bxc4 51.h5 Exc2

The weak white pawnsfall like over-ripe apples!

52.h6 88c7 53.%a4 cha7 54.Wf4
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54...82c6!
And now White's only counterplay will fall aswell.

55.¢ke2 Be7+ 56.82d3 Bd 7+ 57.¢2e3 Be6+ 58.82f3 Bh7 59.Wf8 Bexh6 60.¢e4 Eh2 61.%g8 Bd7 62.€3 a5 63.#eb6
2hh7 64.%g8 Bhe7+ 65.¢2f3 Bd3+ 66.%f4 Bd1 67.¥c4
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67...8f1+! 68.¢kg5 Eg7+ 69.¢h6 Bfgl
White' s king has been lured into a mating net as well!
70.%d4

70.a3 21g4 71.Wc8 2496+ 72.¢h5 Hg5+ 73.22h6 (73.22h4 Bgl) 73...Ec5 74.Wd8 Egc7—+.
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70..81g4

70...21g6+ 71.52h5 293 72.¢2h6 298 73.¢2h7 E3g7+ 74.82h6 296+ 75.52h7 (75.¢0h5 Hg3) 75...88g7+ 76.2h8 Eb7 was
quicker.



71.¥d8 B4g6+ 72.82h5 Bg2 73.62h6 Bb7 74.%d5 Bc2 75.%b3 Bc5 76.We3 Bd7 77.We6 Edc7 78.Wes B7c6+ 79.¢g7
b7 80.¢kf7 Bh5 81.¢2g7 Ehh6 82.¢bf8 Bh8+

82...cha7! 83.We7+ ¢hb8 84.We5+ Hc7—+.
83.¢he7
83.¢bf7 Bhh6 84.¢bf8 cha7!—+.

83..Bh7+ 84.%d8
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84...8hc7! 85.%d5 ka7 86.We5 Bb7 87.%g5 Ecc7 88.We5 Eh7 0-1

And White had had enough: 89.¢bc8 &h8+ 90.%xh8 £b8+.
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White faces a difficult choice; which pawn should be captured?

35.%xd5?!

And thisisthewrong one! It isof high importance to try for a perpetual, so capturing one of the opponent’sking's
protectors (the f5-pawn) was the right continuation. After 35.%xf5! £8b6 36.%xd5 White would have quite fair chances

to save the half point.

35.%xd5?! B2b5! 36.%d1 88b6! 37.%f4 Bg6 38.%xh5?

White could put up more resistance with 38.#d8+! th7 39.f3!7.

38...2g4+ 39.f3 g7

And now the white queen is completely paralysed; the black rooks will finish the job.

40.she2 Be5+
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41.5f12!

White gets into a zugzwang position. He had to try 41.¢d2 6 42.¢2d3 £f4 43.¢b¢c3 Exf2—+ and pray!
41..f6! 42.f3 Bad 43.f4

43.c2g2 Ba2+ 44.%2h3 Eb2!—+.

43..Bxfa+ 44.sg2 Bel 45.62g3 Bgd+ 46.h2 Be2+ 47.2h3

Or 47.62h1 Hd2 48.Wxf5 Bxhd+ 49.¢2g1 Hcd 50.¥b1 Boc2 51. b7+ oh6 52.8b1 Bg2+ 53.42h1 £h2+ 54.8g1 Bcg2+
55.¢bf1 Bhl+—+.

47..Beg2 0-1
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Remember: the queen needs targets and the rooks' need stability!
47 8f6!

White blocks the f-pawn and forces Black to act quickly.
47..Wa2?

Thisis not the way that Black should start real counterplay. The retreat 47...22g8? is met by 48.¢2g2 Wed 49.E8xf7 Wxb4
50.23f4 and Black should also be lost despite her passed queenside pawns: 50...#¢5 51.27f6 a5 (51...2g7 52.8xa6 b4
53.2ff6 Wd5+ 54.2h2 Wd3 55.2fb6 &h6 56.2a2 ¥c3 57.2b7 ¥d4 58.2c2+-) 52.8xg6+ vh7 53.2g5 Wc6+ 54.2h2 a4
55.2f7+ ©h8 56.2xh5+ ¢g8 57.8f4 a3 58.2g4+ &7 59.28f5+ e7 60.2g7+ 8 61.2h5 bf8 62.8a7 Wf6 63.22g1 b4
64.Eb5+—. The only way to fight on was the direct 47...a5! 48.bxab b4 when White has the choice between a queen
endgame with an extra pawn or two rooks against queen: 49.23f4 (49.8xf7+? Wxf7 50.8xf7+ &xf7 51.a6 b3 52.a7 b2
53.a8=% b1=% with a queen endgame which should be tenable) 49...b3 50.2b6 ¥xa5 51.2xb3 ¥d5 52.2b6 f5 and
White is on top but Black has some practical drawing chances.



A N w o N o

48.5bg2!

Preparation for the simplification, as White wins an all-important tempo for the upcoming pawn ending. 48.8xf7+?
violates the endgame principle of do not rush: 48...Wxf7 49.8xf7+ xf7 50.%g2 (50.f3 e6 51.82g2 &d5 52.%f2 dc4
53.g4 oxb4 54.f4=) 50...cbe6 51.¢0f3 ¢bd5 52.52e3 ¢4 53.f4 hxb4 54.g4 hcb 55.f5 ¢hd5 56.fxg6 Leb 57.gxh5 &f6=.

48..shg8

Now it istoo late for 48...a5 due to 49.bxa5 ¥/xa5 (49...b4 50.a6 b3 51.8xf7+ ©h6 52.8b7 Wxa6 53.2ff7+-) 50.Exf7+
and White's attack is too quick: 50...22h6 (50...22g8? 51.5f8+ tbg7 52.23f7+ ©h6 53.8h8#) 51.8b7 Wa6 52.2ff7 Wce+
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53.¢h2 g5 54.2h7+ bg6 55.2bg7+ &f5 56.8xg5++—.

49.8xf7! Wixf7

The pawn ending islost, but 49...¥d5 50.27f6+— also offers no real hope.

50.8xf7 xf7
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51.¢bf3!

The king comes firstly to stop Black’s queenside counterplay based on the breakthrough...ab. Afterwards White's
kingside majority will decide the day.

51...ske6
After 51...a5 52.bxa5 b4 53.cbed+— White' sking is in the square and Black’ sking is not.

52.¢he4 d6 53.f3 &cb

A N w b OO N o
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94.94!
This advance wins the resulting races.
54...skc7

The breakthrough 54...g5 backfires due to 55.gxh5 gxh4 56.h6 h3 57.h7 h2 58.h8=+— and after 54...%2b6 55.gxh5 gxh5
56.f4 a5 57.bxa5+ exa5 58.f5 b4 59.f6 b3 White must deal with the b-pawn: 60.€2d3! (60.f7? b2 61.f8=% b1=¥+=)
60...ckad 61.f7 b2 62.%2c2 a3 63.f8=W++—,

55.gxh5 gxh5 56.f4 2d6 57.f5 sd7 58.5ke5 the7 59.f6+ 1-0

Black resigned due to 59...%f7 60.¢2f5 a5 61.bxab b4 62.52e4! and White' s king stops the b-pawn but not 62.a6? b3
63.a7 b2 64.a8=% b1=%+=
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In general, the more pawns there are on the board, the easier the win. But some cases needs ‘ extra handling’, asin this
game, where White' s e-pawn is alittle bit exposed and needs permanent protection.

34.h3

The right way, as 34.g3? h4! would give Black serious counterplay.

34.h3 ¥c3?!

In general the defending side should generate counterplay; proper would be 34...g5.

35.5ab5 g6?!



Thiswas the last chance for 35...g5. Black would not save the game, but his practical chances would be high.
36.h4!
Rooks love fixed pawn structures! Now, Black’s f-pawn becomes an easy target.

36...sbg7 37.93 Wc4 38.21b4 Wcl+ 39.d2g2 W6+ 40.82h2 ©h6
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41.8b3!

Planning £5b4-f4 and Ebf3.

41...95

Too late! Losing also was 41...We4 42 2e3 Wf5 43.¢2g2 and 2b4-f4.
42.hxg5+ $xg5 43.85b4

Now &f4 and Zbf3 cannot be avoided.

43..f5

‘Forced’, as otherwise this pawn would be |ost.

44.exf6 xf6

Black ‘saved’ hisvulnerable f-pawn, but on the other hand new weaknesses have been created (pawns e and h). White
can focus on the black e-pawn and win the game.

45 Bf 4+ g7 46.8e3 Wd5 47 Bfed W5 48.¢2g1 1-0

Black had to resign, as both his pawns are |ost.
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A rather easy ending, where White' s weak pawn structure loses the day.

31...a6! 32.Ma7 Ef6!

All Black’s pawns are protected by the one rook, alowing the other to become active.

33.a4 Bd8 34.a5 Bd1+ 35.%h2 8d2 36.%b8+

After 36.5g1 2g6 37.g4 £gd6 Black can combine mating threats and the usual attack on the weak white a- and e-pawns.
36...82h7 37.%h4

37.¢bgl Bff2 38.g4 Bg2+ 39.¢2h1 Ege2—+; 37.5bg3 Bg6+ 38.¢2f3 Bdxg2—+.

37..Eff2 38.Wed+ f50-1

White had to resign, due to 39.W/c6 Exg2+ 40.¥xg2 Exg2+ 41.s2xg2 g5 with awinning pawn ending for Black.
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“The endgame iswon for Black” - V.Anand. Nevertheless, it demands tedious manoeuvring and gradual improvement
of the position of Black’srooksin order to be able to exploit the numerous white pawn weaknesses and win.

33.¥b1

Threatenening Wb8+ and ¥b1+, indirectly defending €5 and c3 and going for the pawn on a7.

33..2d8?

Back-rank preparations... Black tries to play as per ‘theory’, but here he should have opted for 33...2h4+ 34.¢2g3
(34.2g1 2xh5 35.66 fxe6 36.Wh8+ bh7 37.Wb1+ Hdf5 38.c4 2hg5—+) 34...8xh5 35.Wb8+ h7 36.%b1+ g6 37.Wh7
2d3+ 38.¢2f4 ¢bg7 39.g4 Bh2 40.66 Ef2+ 41.cbed Eg3 42.Wxa7 Exgl+ 43.50e3 Ef6 44.exf7 Exf7 45.%a5 h5 and he will
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win, as the separated white pawns cannot be advanced quickly enough.

34.¥b7
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34.e6!? could have been played, creating weaknesses around the black king. After 34...fxe6 35.Wel 2c6 36.We5 it
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wouldn’'t be easy to justify Anand’ s words...

34...Bxc3 35.%xa7 Ecc8! ?

35...8c6 36.a4 Beb 37.a5 Eee8 38.Wb6 would be OK for White.

36.a4

White could have saved himself with 36.e6 fxe6 37.We7 Ze8 38.W/b4 2a8 39.a4 Hab 40.W/c4 Hea8 41.60h3 Exad

42 ¥ixe6+ ©h8 43.g4
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The problem here for Black is that the pawn ending (after he somehow takes on g4) with h5 vs g7-h6 pawnsis drawn.
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36...2a8 37.Wc7 8dc8
37...2d4 38.Wc6 Zdxad 39.66 fxe6 40.Wxe6+ 8 reaches a well-known drawn position.

38.¥b7 EeB 39.Wc6 Hac8 40.¥d7 Ecd8

.....

A EE

a b c de f gh

Ammhmmﬂm
k\\
k\\
Q §

41.%c7?

White should always aim for the position we examined with 2 vs 2 pawns on the kingside. So, he had to opt for 41.%b5!
208 42.W1d5 2eb 43.62g3 Zab 44.a5 2ba8 45.%d7 2xab 46.e6=.

41..8d5! 42.a5 Bdxe5 43.a6 E5e7

Black could also win with 43...8xh5+ 44.¢bg3 2e3+ 45.55f4 Ba3 46.Wh8+ ©h7 47.Wbl+ g6 48.Wb7 2f5+ 49.ched Had+
50.¢ke3 s2g7 but Anand triesto ‘play it safe’.

44 ¥ c6 Ef8!

Now the doubling of the rooks on the a-file can no longer be prevented. The a-pawn falls. Afterwards, the kingside
pawns will be wiped out. And the most important factor: White no longer has the resource 6!

45.82h3
45.Wc5 2d7 with...&a8 and/or...2a7 coming.

45...Ba7 46.94 Bfa8 47.%2h4 Exab 48.Wb7 Bab 49.Wc6 Ef8 50.Wh6 Eg5 51.Wh3 &h8 52.%h4 Be8 53.%a4 Bd8 54.Wed
f5! 55.gxf5 &f8 0-1

And White resigned as both of his pawns falls, without the chance of a perpetual check.

7
Hamdani Rudin
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28...2e8!

Black starts pressuring the weak e5-pawn, which isthe first of his three main targets (the white pawns a, e and g).

29.%h5

29.a4 25 30.Wc6 Efxeb 31.85 Ef8! 32.a6 He7 33.Wc5 2d7 34.22h2 2a8 followed by...Eda7 and...Exa6 is atypical

exploitation of Black’ s advantage.

29...Be6! 30.g4 Bf3 31.Wb8+
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31.Wc5 2f4 32.6g2 g6 33.Wc8+ g7 34.Wc3 2ed 35.f3 24xe5 36.a4 hh7—+.

31...8h7 32.¥b1+ g6 33.¥h7 Bf4 34.a4

34.W¢7 ¢bg7 35.8202 2ed 36.Wc3 H4xe5 37.a4 vh7 38.85 Ee7 39.h4 Eb5—+ is very much akin to the previous note.

34...8xe5

Thefirst target is felled; the other two are coming!

35.%c7
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35...8eed 36.a5 Hc4 37.Web

37.Wb7 2c2 38.¢g1 g7 39.We7 Rad 40.We5+ bh7 41.Wf6 g8 42.a6 Raa2—+.

37..8f2 38.2g1 Ea2 39.Wel Bc5 0-1

White resigned. After 40.%f1 ¢g7 41.a6 Ec6 the second target will fall and the rest is far too easy.
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Thisisaquite easy win for White, as Black’s shattered pawn structure is an extraminus for him.
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29.2ad1 ¥c5 30.2d3!

The target is the f6-pawn, so White prepares the set-up with £f3-f4, g3 and £e3-f3. But 30.2e3 was more accurate, as
after 30...h5 he could play 31.h4.

30...h5 31.h4 ¥c4 32.8h3?

Passive. Tactical solutions were required and White could continue here with 32.2g3+! &f8 (32...&2h7 33.2b1) 33.2b1
W4 34.2e3 Wxh4 35.2b8+ g7 36.293+ ©h7 37.2b4+—.

32...5bf8 33.8ee3 Wcl+ 34.¢h2 Wc7+ 35.8hg3 W4l
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Now White has to offer his h-pawn.
36.8ef3 ¥xh4+ 37.8nh3 ¥ g5 38.93 shg7 39.8h4 g6 40.8a4 a5 41.8af4 We5 42.¢bh3 f5

Black must be wary to not fall into alosing pawn ending: 42...%e6+? 43.cbh4 We5 44.8xf6+ Wxf6+ 45.2xf6+ oxf6
46.2xh5+—.

43.a4!

Securing the outpost on b5. White can win if he can place one of hisrooks on this square, as then he will attack all
Black’ s important pawns (a5 and f5).

43..81d5 44.2h2 shg5?

A bad move. Black should try to activate his queen, so he had to continue with 44...f6 45.5c3 ¥d2! 46.2c5 h4! when the
white king will not have enough security.

45.8e3
Accurate was 45.2¢3 16 46.2c2 Web 47.8c6 Wd5 48.2b6 and the threat 2b5 is decisive.

45...9c5 46.%h3 ¥d5 47.2ef3 g6 48.8h2 thgb
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49.8c3!

Finally White finds the plan!

49...¥d6 50.2b3! 1-0
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31.2dd2

Protecting and preparing the transfer of the rooks on the 3rd rank.

31...a6 32.8c2 Wa4 33.8ed2 g7 34.8c3! ¥b4 35.8dc2 Wa5 36.a3 Wad 37.8d2 a5 38.2dd3 ¥bh5 39.8f3 Wa4 40.g3!
Good work and not falling for the cheap 40.2c7? Wd1+ 41.66h2 Wd6+—+.

40...¥a5 41.8c6 f5

Otherwise Ecf6.

42.8e3 £h6 43.8e7!

Now the black king will be caught in mating nets.

43...¥xa3 44.8cc7 Wal+ 45.¢g2 ¥h8
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46.h4!
Black has no moves and the threat f3, g4-g5 cannot be stopped.

46...Wa8+ 47.8b7 ¥h8 48.62h3 ¥g8 49.f3 Wh8 50.8ec7 f4 51.g4 1-0
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It seems that Black has entered a favourable ending, one which should pose White extreme problems. But the unlucky
placement of the black rooks allows White to keep the balance!
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34.9b8+! bh7 35.¥c7!

The only move sufficient for the draw. Black’ s rooks are unable to protect the valuable f-pawn, so Black has to accept
the unavoidable.

35...5208 36.%h8+ Yo-1s

11
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Of course Black has every chance to win. First he must concentrate on the white a-pawn and then try to exchange his
rooks for the opponent’ s queen and one pawn, achieving awon pawn ending. Easier said than done!
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N
N
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37...82d5! 38.%c6 a5 39.¢kg3 Bdas 40.h4!
It isimportant for White to reduce the material and to create some kind of threats against the enemy king.
40...E5a6!?

This seems better than the immediate 40...Exad? 41.h5 gxh5 42.gxh5 H4a6 43.%ed h6 44.Wgd+ but Black could also
play 40..h6!? 41.h5 g5 42.f4! gxfa+ 43.shxf4 Exad+ 44.5hg3 H4ab 45.Wd5 Hh8T.

41.¥cl Bab 42.%h6
On 42.%c6 Black would try to enter the previous note with 42...h6.

42...8Bxad 43.h5 B4a5
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44. 942!

You can't redly call thisamistake, but it nonetheless eases Black’ s task. White seems to be helpless, even with 44.f4
Zal (44...95? 45.f5=) 45.f5 28a3+ 46.5f4 Bad+ 47.5bg5 (47.%e3?
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47..Bxgd —+) 47...gxf5 48.W/c6 2ab (48...h6+!? 49.¢bxf5 oh7T) 49.Wc8+ dg7 50.¢exf5 Bf6+ 51.ced Bel+ 52.6d5
Efe6+ but he should try it, asit is highly important to open the opponent’ s king, aiming for a perpetual. Interesting (but
not enough for the half point) is the position after 44.hxg6 hxgé
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Now Black can win with some delicate manoeuvres, first shown by endgame expert GM Karsten Miiller: 45.g5 (45.f3
a3 46.%d2 2b8 47.Wd5 Ebb3 48.95 Eb8! [48...8xf3+? 49.Wxf3 Bxf3+ 50.¢xf3 ¢bf8 51.ched=] 49.%d4 2a5 would just
transpose to 45.g5 themes) 45...5f5 46.f4 Ead 47.Wh4 Hc4!
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The point! Black can use hisrooksin order to create mating threats and zugzwang positions, waiting for the right
moment to achieve awon pawn ending. Wrong would be 47...2fxf4? 48.Wixf4 Exf4 49.cbxf4 &f8 50.c2e4! (50.52e5?
be7—+) 50...52e8 51.¢bd4! &d8 52.ed= or 47...2f8? 48.Wh8+ (48.¢2f3? Haxf4+ 49.Wxf4 e7!—+) 48...52e7 49.¥b8!
Baxf4 50.Wc7+ ©f8 51.Wxf4=.

Now White can continue with 48.%g4 (48.¢bf3? Ec3+ 49.cbed Bb5 50.%2d4 Ba3 51.Wg4 Bba+ 52.¢he5 Bab+ 53.%d6
B5—+) 48...8c3+ 49.82g2 (49.5:f2 Bd3 50.59e2 Bb3 515512 dg7 52.52g2 Hd5 53.We2 Edd3 54.55f1 Bf3+ 55.8g1 Bfe3
56.%c4 Bbd3 57.¢f1 Bd2 58.Wb4 Eed3 59.Wed Ea3 60.We5+ ©h7 61.Wf6 g8 62.f5 Bf3+ 63.¢el BEd5—+; 49.¢bh4
Hh71—+) 49... 2d5 50.We2 Bdd3 51.We8+ g7 52.1e2 8! 53.8f2 (53.52g1 Bb3 54.1f2 Be3 55.52h2 $g8 56.5202
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2bd3 57.¢bgl 2d1+ 58.2g2 Edel—+) 53...2b3 54.¢2g2 Hg3+ 55.¢bf2 £h3 56.Wd1 Zbd3 57.¥cl Eh2+ 58.¢bgl 2a2
59.Wc8+ g7 60.¥c1 ©h7 61.Wel 2dd2 62.Wf1 g7 63.22h1 £f2 but Black iswinning anyway.

44...95!
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Now Black can keep all the pawns on board, without even alowing a future f4 break.

A N w b OO N

45.%f6 h6 46.f3

Of course 46.¥xh6? 8a6 would be a childish trap. Also inadequate is 46.f4 2a3+ (46...25a6 47.We5 Ha3+ 48.f2 2b3
49.We2 gxf4—+) 47.0f2 Ba2+ 48.66f3 (48.50f1 2c8—+) 48...28a3+ 49.che4 Bad+ 50.¢2d3 (50.¢2d5 Exf4 51.%xh6 Hab+—
+) 50...22a3+ 51.cbe2 Bh3—+.

46...85a6 47.%c3 Bad 48.%c6 B8a6 49.We8+ g7 50.¥b5 B4a5 51.%b4

White must not allow the black rooksto arrive at the important f6 and f4 squares.
51..2d5 52.%h3

52.f4 2d3+ 53.¢bf2 Ba2+ 54.ckel Bh3 55.Wed Ehl+ 56.%xh1 Zal+—+.

52...2ad6 53.¥c4 Bd3! 54.¢f2

54.Wc2 Be3 55.¢0f2 Heeb 56.Wc3+ Bf6 57.@93 Zab! 58.@92 (58.%b3 Hf4 and...2af6; 58.Wd4 Ha3) 58...5a4 59.@93
Bafd—+; 54.%b5 He3 55.%¢c5 Zdd3—+.

54...8a3 55.¥c5
55.f4 2d2+ 56.¢kel Eh2! 57.Wd4+ g8 58.fxg5 Bal+! 59.Wxal Zhl+—+.
55...Ba2+ 56.¢2g3 Bf6 57.%b4 Eaab 58.¢kg2

58.%h2 2ad 59.¢2g2 Haf 4—+.



58...8f4 59.Wb2+ Raf6
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Finally the rooks have arrived on the correct squares and the rest is simple.

60.%e5

60.Wc3 Bxf3 61.Wxf3 Exf3 62.¢bxf3 ¢f6 63.ched eb—+.

60...Exf3 61.Wal Bf1 62.%c3

62.We5 214 63.¢2g3 2h7 64.%al 2e6 65.%b1+ Heed—+.

62..81f2+ 63.¢eg3 B2f3+ 64.%xf3 Bxf3+ 65.¢bxf3 &f6 0-1
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White enjoys a winning position, where his exchange up will tell in the long run. But of course thiswill take alot of
moves and it will give White chances to go wrong.

28.8xf7!
A remarkable but justified decision. White enters a theoretically-winning ending with two rooks versus queen.
28...Bxf7

There was not much difference on 28...sbxf7 29.¥xd7 2xd7 30.2xd7+ f6 31.8xc7 a5 32.2ccl! a4 (32...Wh4 33.2al
and 2a2, Efal) 33.2al Wh3 34.2fb1 #Wc2 35.¢bgl a3 36.2b6+ g7 37.2ab6+—.

29.9xd7 Bxd7 30.8xd7+ $h6 31.8xc7
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31..%d3?!

Black had to pose more problems with 31...a5 32.Eccl! a4 33.82al Wh3 where White had to find 34.f3!! h4 35.%f2 and

Bfa2 winning.

32.¢kgl ¥d4

32...a5 33.82al a4 34.2a7.

33.8c2 1-0

Black resigned as after 33...Wa4 34.%ccl! a5 35.2al Wh4 36.2a2 there is no hope of survival.

13
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Thisisavery interesting ending that arises from awell-known variation of the ‘Modern Benoni Defence’, featuring in
thirty games up ‘til today with the score of +7/=22/-1 in White' sfavour. As | wrote abook called ‘ Beating the
Fianchetto Defences’ (Gambit Ltd-2006), | had the ‘pleasure’ of analyzing the above position. In my opinion White has
fair chances to win, as has been proven in our previous examples. Well, thisis not so easy and Black must be on the
aert, but on the other hand how White can be in danger?

25...5g7 26.8d2 Wa6 27.a3?
27.b3! was much better in my opinion: 27...c4 28.bxc4 Wxc4 29.82dd1! a5 (29...Wxa2 30.2al We2 31.8d7+) 30.2dcl!+.
27..¥c4 28.8el h5 29.8de2 h4?

Black should opt for 29...85! 30.2e4 ¥Wb3 31.21e2 c4 32.84e3 Wd1+ 33.22h2 h4 and now it is not easy for White to
improve.

30.82e4 ¥h3 31.2xh4 ¥xb2 32.8c4 ¥xa3 33.8ecl a5 34.8xc5 a4 35.85¢3 Wh2 36.23c2 ¥h3 37.2e2 Wa3
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38.2eel!

Thetypical regrouping!

38...Wb2 39.8b1 Wd2 40.2al Wc3 41.8ed1 Wc2 42 8f1! b3 43.f4!

43.f3? a3 44.2f2 We3! holds!

43...¥b4 44.8h2 ¥d4 45.8a2 Wics 46.2ff2 Wb3 47.8al We3 48.8f3 Wd4 49.8a2 ¥ca 50.8ff2 ¥cl 51.93 Wel Y
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White wrongly accepted a draw here. After 52.8f3! 6 53.&fa3 he should win.

(IO
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36...88c7? 0-1

A serious blunder that could have cost the half point! Black could not win with 36...23c5? 37.%b7 £e8 38.%a7 Eeeb
39.Wb6 25 40.Wd8+ h7 41.Wb8 Ec2 42.Wa7 Ha2 43.chgl=

but the ‘usual’ manoeuvre with 36...23c7! with the idea...Ea7 and...Ea8 (or reversed!) would win. White has no time to
get active with 37.f4 due to 37...2c4! (37...2c2+7? 38.%2h3 2a2 39.f5 Hcc2 40.Wes+ bg7 41.We5+=) 38.Wh7 Hc2+
39.%2h3 2e8 40.%h1 Eee2 41.f5 gxf5—+. The funniest thing is that White ‘trusted’ her opponent and resigned at this
point, in a drawn position!

After 37.a5! 2a7 38.Wd4 2cc7 39.Wh6 He7 (39...2ch7 40.Wd8+ &h7 41.%d5) 40.%c5! Black is unable to properly co-
ordinate her rooks and win the white a-pawn!

15
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38.h3?!
38.28d4! with the idea of Za4 and &dal, was obviously the correct follow-up.
38...h5 39.8a87!

Thisisthe final mistake by White. He should again go for 39.28d4. Here Black has to hurry to create counterplay, as
otherwise White will achieve the ideal position: 39...f5! 40.2a4 f4 41.5a3! (41.8dal 3 42.8xab We6=) 41...ad! 42.8xad
3 43.93 Wf5 44.0h2 Wc2 45.8a7+ ©h6 46.2f1 We2 47.¢2g1 Web 48.¢0h2 ¥e2 and there is no improvement...

39...%c3 40.82a7 h4 41.2dd7 ¥»%

16
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39...Ed8!
The usual method - Black will attack the white a-pawn from behind, while his rooks will protect the king and the pawns.
40.a4

If 40.W/g5?, then 40...82dd2! 41.%xh5 (41.We3 He2! 42.Wf3 Bxa2—+) 41...Bxf2+ 42.§6h3 Bh2+ 43.@94 Hcd+ 44563
23+ 45.0f4 22+ 46.%2e4 Exg3, winning.

40...8dc8?!

The notorious 40th move. However even after the best attacking scheme by Black, White has away to draw this
precarious-looking ending: 40...96
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41.g4! (trying to exchange the pawns around Black’ s king is the best method for the defending side with the queen. If
41.We7? Ed5 42.Wa7 Ecch and White will bein trouble) 41...8d5!? (41...hxg4 42.h5=) 42.Wed Hccb (42...2dc5
43.gxh5= or 42...E2cd2 43.g5 22d4 44.We8+ ¢hg7 45.Wc6 25 46.Wc3 Eff4 47.a5 and White will organise his defence as

v 7 N
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Black needs time to deal with the white a-pawn) 43.g5!

A N w b OO N

After this, the pawn endgame is drawn after a very well-known trick: 43...5f5 44.f3 2a5 45.¢bg3 Ba7 46.Wd4 2fab
47 Wed Bxad 48.Wes+ g7 49.We5+ h7 50.We8 2485 51.Wed 25 52.Wc6 2a3 53.Wed Haxf3+ 54.Wxf3 Exf3+
55.¢bxf3 g7 56.52e4 with a draw, as Black can never gain the opposition after the liquidation of his f-pawn for
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White's g-pawn. It isimportant to know this classic endgame position.

41.a5 B2c6
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42.¥a7!

Excellent defence! Now Black can never use his rooks efficiently to make a4 fall.

42..86C7 Y>-Y
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Black tried to find salvation in this ending but White has the upper hand.



37...c3 38.8c1 c2 39.82d4! ¥h5
Black had no option, otherwise the white c-pawn will queen.
40.8d2 ¥xc5 41.8dxc2 Wa3 42.h4?

A bad move, which loses valuable time. White had to find the ‘usual’ 42.2d1! a5 43.2ccl a4 44.82al Wh3 45.2d2 (or
45.2d4 a3 46.2d8+ g7 47.2a8) 45...h4 46.h3 g5 47.2da2, when Black would be in real trouble.

42...a5! 43.g3 a4 44.8el ¥h3 45.2ce2
If 45.2ccl then 45...a3is OK.
45..¥c3 46.8e3 ¥Wb2 47.81e2 Wb4 48.2h2 g7 49.8f3

49.2a2 looks like its on the right track, but Black can continue with 49...g5! 50.hxg5 h4 51.2ea3 ¥ g4 52.8xa4 hxg3+
53.fxg3 Wxg5 achieving a drawn position.
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49...g5! 50.hxg5 h4 51.8ee3 hxg3+ 52.¢bxg3 g6
White' s king istoo exposed to perpetual checks, so there are no real winning chances.

53.%h2 Wic4 54.893 Wif1 55.8ef3 Wic4 56.8f6+ g7 57.8ff3 g6 58.8f6+ g7 59.8ff3 1o-1s

18
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Black has very good winning chances and, what’s more, he has almost no way to lose this. So he should continue
according to our examinations and conclusions. This should be a good exercise for the reader: try to continue the fight
behind the black pieces; create plans and ideas, according to what we have already examined.
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QUEEN VSROOK & MINOR PIECE

The queen vsrook & minor pieceisavery common ending in practice. It arises from alot of different situations, but
mainly when the defender needsto ‘lose’ some material in order to seek salvation.

This pawnless ending is rather simple for the defender and it is mainly drawish, except for some rare cases where the
pieces cannot co-ordinate properly and their king is confined and in danger.

1

Zubarev Alexander
Smirnov Artem
Schwaebisch Gmuend 2016
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Black seemsto bein trouble...

89...&xd5!

An excellent idea, achieving a drawn ending.

90.cxd5 Hxd5+

The ending is atheoretical draw.

91.skc5 De7 92.Wiga doc7 93.Wg3+ 8 94.Wif4 chb7 95.Wh4+ dc8 96.Wed Bd5+ 97.%xd5 Hxd5 98.¢xd5 V2-Vs

When pawns are added into the mix, things become tougher for the pieces, asthe ‘queen’ side can often prevail - in co-
operation with her king of course!

2
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White holds a big advantage, which he should normally turn into afull point, but things are not so easy...

50.Mf4+ £f5 51.%h4+ &e5 52.#xh5 &xd6 53.b4!

Blocking the queenside pawns on the same colour of the bishop.

53...£266 54.Wh8 &7 55.W g7+

White could easily fall into anice trap: 55.%c3+ b7 56.%e3 2d6 57.g4 £xg4! 58.Wed+ 2c6 59.%xg4a 2c4 with a

fortress; this ending iswon if White' s king had passed the 4th rank.

55...8d7 56.We5+ Bd6 57.¢kf2 dc6 58.94
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58..8c4

Black missed a good chance here: 58...&xg4! 59.Wed+ &c7 60.Wxg4 2c6 61.Wd4 b7 62.¥d5 &b6 63.¢2e3 2c8!
(63...2c4? 64.Wa8! Exb4 65.%d8+ c6 66.%f6+ ches 67.Wf8+ dhed 68.Wc8+ d5 69.Wxa6+-) 64.Wd7 2c7 65.Wd8
b7 with adraw!

59.We8+ ¢hc7 60.8e7+ Bd7

Black could try to run with his king to f7, but it would hardly save him: 60...€2¢6 61.Wa7 $d5 62.#c5+ heb 63.¢0e3
bd7 64.Wa7+ e8 65.Wb8+ d7 66.Wh7+ he8 67.Wc8+ the7 68.Wc7+ 2d7 69.We5+ bf7 70.Wf5+ che8 71.95+—.

61.¥e5+7!

An inaccurate move which allows counterplay. White could prevent it by 61.%c5+ b7 62.g5+—.
61...82b7 62.g5 a5!

Of course, Black jumps at his chance.

63.bxa5 skab 64.%c3

64.Wal Bf7+ 65.%2e3 Be7+ 66.55f4 2e6 67.%¢3 would make White' s task simpler.
64...2d3 65.%b4 Eb3 66.Wel a3 67.96 Exab 68.97

An alternative idea is 68.¢2e3 2a3+ 69.¢bd4! ?

68...2a2+ 69.f3 a4 70.%d2

70.s2f4! would allow the king to cross the 5th rank.

70...82b6

Black could try 70...£a2, although White is still in the driver’s seat after 71.Wd6+ (71.Wxa2? Hxa2 72.g8=W Had isa
theoretical draw) 71...cbb7 72.#¢c5 ka6 73.c2e3 kab 74.2d3! hab 75.Wc6+ ab 76.Wh7 &ca+ 77.¢bd4 b4
78.Wh1!+—.

71.c2e4! Ba8 72.Wd6+ kb7 73.¥d7+ b6
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74.%2d4

The king has joined the action and Black is helpless.

74...8ad

74...298 75.%d6+ Lb7 76.Wf8+— or 74...2a6 75.We8 bh7 76.¢c5+— or 74...2b8 75.52e5 2a8 76.52d6+—.
75.¥d6+ b7 76.¢c5 Bab 77.We7+ &b8 78.¥d7

Or 78.g8=W+ &xg8 79.Wd8+ b7 80.%xg8 Zc6+ 81.cbxh5+—

78...82a8 79.%xb5! £xb5 80.g8=W+ b7 81.Wf7+ ¢hc8 82.¢xb5

And White won.

82...2d6 83.52¢c5 Bab 84.We7 b8 85.¢2b5 Ba7 86.%f8+

86.%Wd8+ cbb7 87.Wd4! +—,

86...ckc7 87.Wif4+ ¢hc8 88.¢bbh6 He7 89.Wf5+ dd8 90.82¢5 sec7 91.%d5 Bd7 92.We5+ b7 93.%b5 Bc7 94.Wd5+ a7
95.¢kab Bb7 96.¥d4+ b8 97.2a6 1-0

If the ‘pieces side’'s pawns are passed and well-advanced, things can become dangerous; precise calculation is required.

3

McShane Luke
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It isvery seldom that two queens fight to storm afortress.

64..%c4

Aronian stops White' s play first. The direct promotion 64...a1=% wins as well: 65.97 Wa6+ 66.596 We3+ 67.6h7

(67.f4 We8—+) 67...We8 68.9g8=1 Wxg8+ 69.¢bxg8 Wxg6+—+.

64...%c4 65.05 al=W 66.2f8+ tc7 67.97

The pawn promotion comes too late, but White's pawns are also too slow after 67.h5!? We5! (strong centralisation!)
68.22h7 Wcc5 and Black wins: 69.2f7+ &d8 70.\g7 Wed6 71.5)5 Wde6 72.2f8+ d7 73.97 W5xf5+ 74.Exf5 Wxf5+

75.56h6 Wf7 76.2h7 Wxhs+ 77.¢2g8 ce6 78.f4 che7 79.5 bf6 80.¢0f8 Wi 7#.

67...Wc6+ 68.2h7 ¥xf3 69.g8=4

This underpromotion does not help, but there was no salvation to be found anywhere: 69.g8=% ¥h5+ 70..)h6 ¥h1+
71.Ef5 Woxf5+ 72.2g7 Whg6+ 73.2h8 Web+ 74.Wg7+ Wgxg7# or 69.2f7+ b6! 70.9g8=% Wh5+ 71.5Hh6 Whl+

725297 Wbg6+ 73.2f8 WS+ 74.2e7 W8+ 75.2e8 WexeSH.

69... Wh5+ 70.gh6 Me5!

Centralisation is often called for as the queen controls so many important squares from the middle of the board.

71.5g7

71.8f7+ Wxf7+ 72.Dxf7 Wxf5+—+.

71.. Wixh4 72,87+ ©06 73.5gf5 Weed 74.5296 Web+ 75.52g7 Wg5+ 76.518

76.2h8 Wgg6 77.2g7 We5 78.5g8 Wgxf5 79.5)e7 Wf8+ 80.2h7 Wh5#.

76...%c8# 0-1




Quite common are positions with even and symmetrical pawns. Here the queen feels at home and creates ‘insults’ with
her pawns on both sides of the board. Then the king usually assists, although thisis not always necessary.

In general, the *pieces’ side is doomed to passivity and along, tiring and blunderfull (most of the times) defence...
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A winning position for White.

30...2d1 31.g4! £c6

Black had no real choice: 31...a6 32.We8+ ¢hh7 33.Wixf7+—.

32.%c5 £d7 33.Wxa7 2d2 34.¢kg3 Bd3+ 35.%f4 h7 36.Wh7 Bd2 37.¢ke3 Bd6 38.f4

Black hasn’t only lost material but he also has no good move available and no safe squares to use to hang on.

38...06 39.%b8 Bd5 40.c2e4 £6e6 41.Wh7 Bc5 42.52d4 Bca+ 43.5ke5 b4 44.cxbd Bc2 45.5f6! Bxb2 46.Wh8 Bf2 47.15!
gxf5 48.¥g3

48.g5 892 49.h4 hxg5 50.h5 and ¥f8 was curtains as well.

48...8f1 49.95 1-0

5
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White is fighting to preserve equality, but Black is on top.
48...c4!

As precise as an anaysis engine!

49.a4 a5 50.8f6 tg8!

Creating an unpleasant zugzwang!

51.5h6+ g7 52.2b6 Wed

52...%f3 would win as well: 53.¢bh4 Wed+! 54.¢bxh5 ®d5+—+,
53.h2 &h7!

Zugzwang again!

54.8d6 We5 55.0f7 ¥xb2+ 56.%2h3 ¥g7! 0-1

And White resigned: 57.9d8 ¥gd+ 58.2h2 h4—+.

6
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White' s advantage is huge, not only due to the material but because of the pawn structure as well.
32.f3

32.Wh6! Bd2 33.f3 was sensible.

32.f3 a5 33.¥f6 Bd3! 34.a4 bh7

Forced (34...2a3? 35.%d8+).

35.¢2g3 Ba3 36.%d4 Ba2 37.5f4

The white king heads for the weakened dark squares around its black counterpart, to create mating threats. Maybe even
better is 37.h4! h5 38.5:f4.

37..8xg2 38.¢ke5 f4
38...8093 39.W/c3 #xh3 40.¥xab Exf3 41.Wc5+—.

39.h4! ¢hqg7 40.sexfa+ kg6
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41.¥e5! Bh2 42.¥xab

42,5293 Eh3+ is useless.

42..8xh4+ 43.52g3 Bc4 44.f4

White has created a passed pawn and the win is now in sight.

44...h5?!

Making White’ swin easier. Anyway, Black cannot continue with 44...2d7 45.Wd5! Hc3+ 46.2f2 &xad? 47. Wed+,
45. W g5+ h7 46.Wxh5+ thg7 47 We5+ g6 48.Wg5+ h7 49.f5 Be3+ 50.5f2 1-0

50...£b3 51.f6+—.

7
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This endgame had previously been considered rather drawish; however, Kramnik had a different opinion on this subject!
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19.%c3 &c8

Planning...2c7 and...£b6. Previously 19...2d8!? had been played: 20.52f1 £b6!? (20...2d42 21.%c7 £b6 22.¥xe7 Zd2
23.We8+ g7 24.Web+ g8 25.f41 Hf2+ 26.cel Bxg2 27.f5+ Ftacnik,L-1vanchuk,V Y erevan 1996) 21.a4 €6 22.85
£0d4 23.Wc7 2f8 24.65 hb 25.62e2 g7 26.f4 Bh8 27.2f3 £g1 28.Wcl £d4 29.¢e4 2d8 30.Wc7 2d5 31.93 £g1 32.h3
2d1 33.g4 hxg4 34.hxg4 Ed4+ 35.%f3 Ed5 36.cbe2 £d4 37.52f3 g5 38.f5 exf5 39.66 1-0 Kramnik,V-Kasparov,G
Moscow 1998.

20.¢kf1 Bc7 21.a4

This may be afuture queen! Besides, it isimportant to push the black bishop from its comfortable b6-square.
21..8b6

After 21...2d6 22.%a5! 6 23.h41? (23.g3 g5!) 23...s2g7 24.93 h5 25.f4+ White is on top.

22 Wbl B2

22...2c1+ doesn't help: 23.¢e2 2c2+ 24.62d3 8xf2 25.85 £xab 26.Wxa5 Bxg2 27.Wd8+ g7 28.Wxe7+—.
23.a5!

A much better move than 23.f4?! €6 24.a5 &c7! 25.%d4 &xa5 26.W¥xa7 £b4 when Black can defend.
23...8c5!

The only move, as basically everything else loses: 23...2xf2? 24.Wb8+ g7 25.Wh3+— or 23...2c77? 24.¥xe7+— £xa5?
25.We8+ g7 26.We5++— or 23...8xf2+? 24.5kel Bxg2! (24...£2€3 25.Wxe7! Hxg2 26.65+-) 25.axb6 axh6 26.Wxe7+—.

24.f4
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24...e67

Until here Black has defended optimally. Now he also had to avoid 24...2d67? 25.%/d4 £xf4 (25...2c7 26.e5+-)
26.%xa7+— Instead he had to opt for 24...h5 25.f5!+

25.04!

Not much was offered by 25.%h8+ $g7 26.Wb3 Zcl+ 27.2e2 £d4+. Now the weak black king will tell.
25...8c4

25...2f8 loses to 26.Wbh8+-—.

26.%c7! h6

After 26...52g7 27.f5! is strong.

27.f5! gxf5 28.gxf5 exf5 29.exf5 6

Unfortunately for Black he cannot do without this move: 29...2c2 30.f6 £f2+ 31.ckel 2xf6 32.%xc5 a6 33.h4 Ze6+
34.f2 ¢hg7 35.56f3 g8 36.2f4 thg7 37.Wd4+ g8 38.h5 ©h7 39.¢0f5 g8 40.Wd5 g7 41.Wxe6 fxe6+ 42.2xe6+—
or 29...¢bg7 30.We5+ bg8 31.f6 &8 32.W g3+ £h8 33.Wh8+—.
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30.¥g3+!

Better than 30.Wd8+ g7 31.Wd7+ bf8!.

30...56f8 31.%g6

More material is gained - the white h-pawn is a future queen!

31...20d4 32.¥xh6+ che7 33.Wf4 2d7 34.h4 Bad 35.Wed 2d6

35...E2al+ loses to 36.¢ke2 265 (36...2a2+ 37.82d3 Ba3+ 38.¢2xd4 Had+ 39.ce3+-) 37.Wh7+ £c7 38.26+—.
36.h5 Bal+ 37.%e2 &5 38.Wh4+ &d5 39.%b7+ shca

39...52d4 40.Wb2+ hed 41.Wxal £xal 42.h6+—.

40.h6 Ba2+ 41.3 1-0

8

Fine Reuben
Stahlberg Gideon
Gothenburg 1937
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When the pawn structure is asymmetrical, the queen isfavoured as it is the most powerful piece. But even with a
symmetrical structure the side with the queen can count on victory, as long as the structure is not blocked.
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32.Wf4! a6 33.¥b8+ £c8 34.b4

34.a4! and only then b4 was more accurate.

34...&h7

Black should try 34...b5.

35.a4!

Black islost as he has too many weaknesses to cover. White's plan is to bring his king to d8 and win the black b-pawn.
35..f5

Or 35...8c4 36.b5 axb5 37.axb5 &c5 38.%d6! &cl 39.g4+—.

36.Web Bf6 37.Wc7 Ec6 38.We7 g6 39.f3 Hcb

39...b5 40.We8! +—,

40.b5 axb5 41.axb5 Bc4 42.h4 Bc2 43.h5 Be4 44.97 Bcb 45.6293 Bc2

45...8x05 46.Wg6+ hg8 47.We8++—,

46.Wg6+ oh8 47.We8+ h7 48.¢ef4 Bcl 49. g6+ g8 50.2e5 £d7 51.%b6 £c8 52.¢2d6 £h8 53.%e3! 1-0
Now White is ready for sbe7-d8.

9
Aronian Levon
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28...¥d4!

Centralisation!

29.h4 sg7 30.b4 b6 31.8e7 a5 32.bxa5 bxas 33.8e3 W5 34.8f3 5!
Black has to advance his kingside pawns and restrict the white pieces.
35.202 f6 36.2h2 h6 37.s2gl g5?!

Flexibility isthe key word. Better was 37...%c1+ 38.2f1 g5 39.hxg5+ hxgs, as then Black would have more options as
to how and when to push his pawns.

38.hxg5+ hxg5 39.£h3 f4 40.gxf4 Wcl+ 41.5eh2
Maybe White should opt for 41.£f1 gxf4 42.8b3 ¥/c6 and pray.
41...9xf4 42892 Wd2 43.sg1 she5 44.8h3 Wd1+ 45.22h2 Wel 46.8f3 ¥d2

Preferable was 46...f5 47.£h3+ ¢hg5 48.£92 g4 and White hardly has any good move left: 49.2h1 ¥xh1+ 50.¢bxh1
Bbxf3 51.¢egl e2 52.¢bg2 f3+ 53.5bg3 ad—+.

4721 shd4 48.52h2



E T
"y
"y
x uow
m oL
o W Ko

.....

>
Aanw

a b cde f gh

e

A N w o N o

48...a47

Black loses a future useful tempo and in any event didn’t need to have his pawn on a4. | think better is 48...%c1 49.£h3
he5 50.2d7 (50.£92 f5 51.£h3+ g5 52.292 Wel 53.2h1 We2 54.¢bh3 &f5 55.292 Wel 56.2h2 &gd—+) 50...ched
51.¢kg2 Wc7 52.£94 Wq7 53.2h3 Whe+ 54.52g2 Wh4—+.

49.¢2g1 ¥d1+ 50.82h2 e5 51.8h3 &f5
Black is back on the right track, but unfortunately with his pawn on a4.
52.8f3?

A bad move but this was a blitz game anyway! 52.2f3 &2g4 53.2c3 Wd2 54.2h3+ g5 55.5f3 We2 56.292 (56.52g2
Wed—+) 56...5g4 57.82h1 We5 58.60h2 Wel 59.2h1 and with the black pawn on a5 this position would be awin (see
notes above) but now there is nothing to improve.

52...¥c1?

52...%f1! was winning on the spot!

53.£02 f6 54.8d3 Wc5 55.8f3 kg5 56.£h3 ¥d4 57.¢2g1?
Simple was 57.£92!

57..%d1+! 58.¢kg2 ®d5!

Now the bishop will be short of squares.

59.8c8 skh4

59...%¢6 60.2h3 bf6 61.£94 g6 62.2h3 hg5—.



60.2h3 g5 61.£c8 Wc6 62.£h3 bh5 63.£f5 h4 64.£h3 &g5 0-1
And White has no move | eft...

10
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A nice position for White without any counterplay for Black.

A N w b OO N
N

25.e4

With the idea of f4-f5.

25...95

Black’ s hand was forced but now his king becomes weaker.

26.%c3 &h7 27.f3 Bd1 28.%c2 Bel 29.%d2 Bb1 30.¥c2 Bel 31.¢kf2!
The white king starts his journey into black’s camp.

31...8h1 32.¢ke3 b5 33.¢2d4 &f1 34.¥g2 Bcl 35.¢ke5 £b3 36.h4! Bcb

Black has no time to win the b-pawn, as after 36...2c2 37.Wg4 £e6 38.¥g3 gxh4 39.%xh4 Exb2 40.¥g3 and &6
decides.

37.%g3 £d1 38.hxg5 hxg5 39.¥g2 Bh6 40.%f5
And the g5-pawn is a goner.

40...94 41.¥ixg4 Bg6 42.9h4+ Bh6 43.We7 £b3 44.f4



The pawn roller starts to act, as the defender (g5-pawn) has been removed.

44...sqg7 45.%e5+ chg8 46.Wc3 2a2 47.b3 b1 48.Wicl! £d3 49.Wc8+ &h7 50.%d7 Bh5+ 51.¢f6 1-0

11

Cheparinov Ivan
Sozadela Carrera Jose
Antofagasta 2016
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31.¢bf1 ¢hg7 32.94!
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As usual, the white pawns will advance, creating threats around the black king.

32...h6 33.h4 Be6 34.a4!

An instructive moment. White places his pawn on a6 as well, making the a7-pawn weaker.

34..Be7 35.a5 Beb 36.a6 Be7 37.f4 Beb 38.15! Be7 30.52g2 g5 40.hxgb hxgs 41.f6+!

After 41.8f3?f6! thereis no way for White to improve.

41...sbxf6 42. 85+ sbg7 43 Wxg5+ h7 44.Wf6 sog8 45.Wg5+ oh7 46.5f3 Beb 47.8d5 g7 48.95 Be7 49.Wf5 Heb
50.52g4 £d6 51.#d5 &c5 52.50f5 Hel 53.%a8 He7 54.%b8 £b4 55.Wa8 £c5 56.8d8 He6 57.¥#d1 Be7 58.Wal+ g8

59.%h1 &g7 60.%h6+ &g8 61.%c6 g7 62.¥f6+ h7 63.96+!

Clearing the way for the white king.

63...298 64.8205

64.g7! was strong. After 64...2e6 65.%h4 dxg7 66.Wg3+ oh7 67.%g2 White wins due to the twin threats ¥b7 and &f6.

But thisis not the human way!




64...2e3+ 65.¢g4 &5 66.82h5 Bd7 67.%e5 fxg6+ 68.¢xg6 Bd6+ 69.5g5 &f7 70.¢kf5 &f8
Or 70...£2a3 71.Wh2 &f6+ 72.che4 Beb+ 73.2d3 £f8 74.Wf4+ chg7 75.Wg5+ f7 76.Wf5+ he? 77.Wh7++—,
71.¥h8+ e7 72. g7+ d8 73.¥xa7 Bd5+ 74.ced Bd4+ 1-0

An important technique to remember is the stalemate! It can save the half-point and both sides have to watch out for it.

12
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Black has an obvious advantage. However Tolush decided to produce a *brilliant’ win.
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1...bh3?

Black could win by means of 1...2e8! 2.Wad (2.Wd4 Zel+!; 2.Wb4 f3; 2.Wb5 3! 3.Wxe8 g2+ 4.2f2 Hh3+—+; 2.82g2
2e2+! 3.Wxe2+ f3+) 2...2ed 3.Wd7+ h4 and the menace 4...f3 cannot be parried.

1...6h3? 2.¥ixf4! g2+ 3.&f2

3.%2g1? Eel+.

3..Ef6 4.1

Black had only expected 4.%xf6? Hed+—+.
4..Bxf4 >

Stalemate.

13
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White, in this completely winning position, lowered his vigilance for a moment.
49.d6? £c6+! Vo5

And White accepted the forced draw: 50.%xc6 g1+ 51.¢bxgl with stalemate.

Drawing mechanisms, such as the one in the following game, often occur:

14
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A difficult position for White, who should play carefully.

61.b5!
61.8g4+? h6 62.5 g5 Wf2+ 63.293 ab 64.2g4 Wdd+—+.
61.b5! ¥ds+

Quite nice variations arise after 61...#e5 62.¢bg4 Wh5+ (62...xb5 63.2f6+ g7 64.2f7+! g8 65.8xa7 We2+
66.5bf4=) 63.¢2g3 Wxb5. Here it looks like Black has winning chances, but the b5-square is not the best for the black
queen: 64.82g4+! £h6 65.2h4+ g7 66.2g4+ &f8 67.8f4+ e7 68.2f7+! (quite amazing co-ordination between the
rook and the knight!) 68...cbe6 69.2f6+ d7 (69...c2e5? 70.2f5++-) 70.2f 7+ chc6 71.E8f6+ c7 72.8f7+ and Black
simply can’t avoid the perpetual, while 72...£2b6? even |oses after 73.2b7+!+—.

62.8f6+
For 62.¢bg4 Wd7+ 63.%2g3 Wxb5 64.2g4+= and 62.¢2g3 Wd3+ 63.¢2g4 Wxb5 64.5f6+= see the previous comment.

62...5bg7 63.82g4 Wd5 64.¢bf4 Wixb5
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65.8f7+! &g8 66.2d7!
Building awell-known drawing mechanism (2d7 & &{6-h7).
66...5kf8

The alternative was 66...%f1+ 67.cbe5 We?2 68.¢0f4 (68.22f5=) 68...Wh2+ 69.¢bf5 (69.¢2g4? We5 70.50g5 a5 71.h4 ad—+)
69...xh3+ 70.che5=.

67.5f6 W1+ 68.2e5 We2+ 69.f5 Wf3+ 70.¢g6 Wg3+ 71.2h6 ¥xh3+

Black has even managed to capture White' s last pawn with check, however it doesn’t help much...
72.5296 Wg2+ 73.62h6 Wh1+ 74.52g6 Wb1+ 75.2h6 Wf5

The last attempt to break White' s drawing mechanism.

76.5h7+ &e8
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77.8xa7! Wh3+ 78.¢bg7 Wg4+ 79.2h8
Finally White' s king has found a safe place on h8, and just in time. Note that 79.2f6? ¥d4+ was losing.
79..%d4+ 80.82g7 We5 81.40g5 &f8 82.\h7+ he8 121

When the ‘pieces side has no weaknesses, strong outposts for the pieces and a ‘ healthy’ king, he usually succeeds in
gaining the half-point without much trouble.
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White has good piece co-operation and strong outposts protecting all his pawns. As Black cannot improve, the position
isdrawn.

39...Wc6+ 40.2h2 h5 41.8f5 Wig6 42.a5
No harm in exchanging pawns.

42..bxa5 43.8xa5 ®h7 44.5\g2 shg8 45.0\h4 Bb6 46.Bg5+ ©f7 47.85+ thg7 48.52g1 shh6 49.8f7 We6 50.8f4 Wel+
51.2h2 ®d2 52.8f6+ g7 53.8f5 th6 54.002 shgb 55.5f8 sog7 56.5f4 £h6 57.5h4 sbg7 Yo

16
NakamuraHikaru
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Again Black has an optimal position and is not in any real danger of losing. His pawns are more-or-less healthy and his
pieces have alot of safe squares at their disposal. His king is well-protected as well!

T
\Q\
\. oy \3.& oy
N Q \
N
N\

34.h4 g8 35.We7 g7 36.0b4 Bf5 37.%c7 Bf6 38.82g2 kg8
White has no way to make progress.

39.Wic8+ g7 40.Wc7 g8 41.Wc8+ g7 42.Wic7 1o-Ys
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A typical drawn position; Black has no weaknesses to be attacked.

A N w o N o

4013 Be6 41.¥c8+ oh7 42.8c2+ g6 43.Wca g7 44.¥d4 shg8 45.Wd8+ shg7 46.8d4 YoV
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A quite similar position to the previous game, so there is nothing to talk about.

A N w b o N

"\

43.¥c6 h5 44.5202 BeB 45.5f3 Heb 46.Wc8+ Be8 47.Wf5 Beb 48.52g2 g6 49.9h5 g7 50.F3 Hh7 51.94 hxgd 52.hxgd
95! Yol



Avoiding any nasty surprises with f4.

Of course, trying for more in drawish positions cannot harm the *queen’ side. One should have some plan and vision
and take advantage of every small dlip or time-trouble situation.
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White seems to have created some kind of fortress, as his pieces protect each other and the pawns on the queenside are
blocked. Black can of coursetry to force victory. His plan is the advance of his g-pawn (which will create discomfort to
the white king) and of course - asin all endings - the invasion of the king. At agiven moment, the return of the extra
material and the transition to awinning pawn ending isavery likely eventuality.

57...94 58.hxg4 hxg4 59.8e3 ¥f4+ 60.she2 Wh2
Compulsory. If White ever succeeds in playing g3, the black king will be unable to penetrate.

61.¢bf2 ¢hf6 62.f1 g3! 63.2d5 Wh5
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64.2e4?

A serious mistake, allowing Black to conclude the game immediately. White should have defended with 64.2f3+ &e7
65.2e3+ 2d6 66.2f3 Wf5 67.2c3 Whl+ (67...We5 68.2d3+ ©c5? 69.2d5+ Wxd5 70.£xd5 ¢xd5 71.2el!= but not
71.50e2? el 72.52d2 chdd 73.50e2 c3 74.503 doxb3 75.¢xg3 xad 76.22f4 &b5! 77.94 2c6 78.56f5 d7—+)
68.c2e2 Wh2+ 69.¢d3 &e5 70.£b7 and it is not very likely that Black can improve his position.

64..¥d1+ 65.82el ¥xb3 0-1

Of course the ‘pieces side is not always condemned to defend and fight for only the half-point. There are many cases

33
/,/// o,
/&%%@%
A 2 %
é////

O3 By
. U UAY

\“&\\

\

\\‘Q\\\

%

A n

a b cde f gh

where the ‘pieces areinthe driver’s seat and cashing points as well.

But some additional assets are required, e.g. positional superiority, passed pawn, etc., asthe ‘ pieces’ alone cannot

prevail.

Still, nobody should underestimate the queen’s strength or her enormous possibilities.
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Black stands passively as his queen has to block the passed d-pawn, which is well-protected by both white pieces.
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49.4f4

Over the next few moves White tries to ‘fish for something’ (!) and he succeeds. A sensible plan isto place the white a-
pawn on a6, but after 49.a4 {8 50.a5 bxab! (50...82f7 51.a6) 51.2xc5 Wg4a! Black is close to the draw.

49.4f4 Wg4 50.293 Wd7 51.2d3 Wf5 52.8f3 Wg4 53.8f4 Wd1?

53...%e6! was fine.
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After 54.82f5! Black islost: 54...%d4 (54...%g4 55.d7 ¥Wxf5 56.d8=%++-) 55.2d5 ¥Wxc4 56.2d2! Wcl 57.£f4 Wel
58.g3+-.

54...82h7 55.2f4 h5 56.£93 g6 57.8e4 &f5
57..%d3! wasfine, as after 58.2€7 h4 59.2e5 h3! the white king gets naked and perpetual check islooming...

58.8f4+ g5 59.a4 g6 60.Eed ©f5 61.8h4 shgb 62.8h3 sbf5 63.8h4 g5 64.8f4 g6 65.8e4 iS5 66.8e5+ shgd
67.867
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67..%d3?

The text move loses. Black had to sac the h-pawn with 67...h4! 68.2ed+ &f5 69.2xh4 Wd3 70.2h7 g6 71.8xa7 Wd2
with perpetua check viathe open h-file (...¥c1-h6).

68.26e5?!
Not so difficult was 68.2g7+ f5 69.d7 &e6 70.&£c7+—, but fortunately White still wins.

68...2f5 69.d7 ¥xc4 70.£93! Wd3 71.8c7 Wica 72.d8=¥ 1-0
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47.b4

| would clearly prefer 47.se3 £xb2 48.¥c4, when | do not think that either side can improve. Black didn’t want to be
‘passive’ or perhaps he even thought that he could stand better, so he chose to preserve his b-pawn rather than the f-
pawn.

47.b4 £d4 48.Wd7 Bxf2+ 49.ce4 5!

Now the black pieces co-operate perfectly in attacking the white pawns, while the b-pawn will never pass the 6th rank;
b6 is controlled by both black pieces.

50.h3 Be2+ 51.¢bf3 Bf2+ 52.¢hed Be2+ 53.52f3 Bel 54.¢2g2 Bgl+ 55.¢0f3 Bf 1+ 56.¢hed Hel+ 57.¢f3 Be3+ 58.¢2g2
2d3 59.Wc6 Bd2+ 60.¢f1 Bf2+ 61.ckel Ef6!

Another white pawn is lost now.
62.%d5

62.Wg2 &3+ 63.50e2 £xbd—+.
62...2f2+ 63.22e2 £xg3 64.b5
White' s only chance is his b-pawn.

64...8f2+ 65.¢ed1 Bf 1+ 66.82c2 Ef6 67.€2d2 h4 68.¥c5 Bf2+ 69.¢d1 Bf 1+ 70.82d2 Bf2+ 71.sed1 Bf 1+ 72.¢bd2 &f4+
73.52e2 Bb1 74.b6 Eb2+ 75.8d1?!

Passivity is not advisable. White had to opt for 75.62d3 g5 76.%c6 g4 77.hxg4 h3 78.b7 Eb1 79.c2e4! h2 80.¢6f5 and he
will draw by perpetual check.

75...95 76.8c7 g4
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77.%c8

Sooner-or-later White will have to go for 77.b7 g3 78.%¢8 g2 79.% g4+ f8 80.b8=1+ £xb8 81.Wxg2 2d8+7.
77..93 78.Mg4+?

This loses; White had to opt for the variation above.

78...56f6 79.Wixh4+ ¢g6 80.Wga+ f6 81.Wh4+ cheo! 82. g4+ d6 83.b7 Exb7 84.¢kc2
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84...Eb6!



Going for g6!
85.h4 ske7 86.h5 Bd6 87.¢2¢c3 Bd2 88.#h4+ he8 89.% g4
Or 89.h6 2h2 90.%g4 che7—+.

89...92 90.¥g8+ ske7 91.Wg7 ed! 92.¢2ca £h2 93 Wg5+ theb 94.Wh6+ &f5 95.Wh7+ g5 96.¥g7+ h4 97.¥f6+ g4
98.Wg7+ &h3 0-1

22

Kramnik Vladimir
Anand Viswanathan
L as Palmas 1996
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The combined power of rook, bishop & passed pawn is enormous and Black can hardly escape.
29.d6 a4

29...Wab loses to 30.£c6 (or 30.£xb5!) 30...5bh7 31.d7 Wd8 32.2el Wc7 33.2e8+—

30.2d3?!

30.2c1! would be lethal: 30...%d4 31.2c8+ £h7 32.2f5+ g6 33.d7 Wdl+ 34.c2g2 Wd5+ 35.f3+—.
30...¥ed

Alternatives are no better: 30...%xa2 31.£f5 Wa5 32.d7 ¥d8 33.2c3+— or 30...Wc4 31.£f5 Wcl+ 32.892 W6+ 33.f3
W2+ 34.%h3 Wc5 35.2e4+— or 30...52f8 31.2f5 el 32.h3 (32.d7+? 2d8T) 32...96 33.£c8 Wxa2 34.d7+ &d8 35.2e3
¢bhe7 36.2e8 Wds 37.d8=1+ Wxd8 38.2xd8 cbxd8 39.£a6 b4 40.f 1+—.

31.8xb5 Wel+ 32.¢hg2 Wed+ 33.¢hgl Wel+ 34.¢0g2 Wed+ 35.50f1! Whi+ 36.2e2 Wed+ 37.¢bf1 Wh1+ 38.che2 Wed+
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39.¢2d1! Wga+

Or 39...%h1+ 40.c2c2 Wal 41.d7 Wixa2+ 42.cbd1 Whi+ 43.c2e2+—.

40.f3Wh3

Thereis no salvation either with 40...%b4 41.d7 Wb1+ 42.c2e2 Wxa2+ 43.2d2 We6+ 44.2f1 Wh3+ 45.¢hgl+—.
41.d7 1-0

Black resigned, as the pawn queens: 41...Wf1+ 42.¢hc2 We2+ 43.2d2+—.



QUEEN VSROOK & TWO MINOR PIECES

This ending when pawnlessis drawn, although naturally the pieces can try formore without too much risk.
The main defensive ‘rules of thumb’ should be:

1. The‘queen’ side’ sking should try not to be ‘edged’ or cornered, as then he could be in real trouble.

2. The queen should try, primarily, to check or pin.

3. The main goal should be to reach the 50-moves rule.

Let’ s analyse some useful examples from practical play:
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Durarbayli Vasif
Bajarani Ulvi

St Petersburg 2012
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90.£d3 Wa7+ 91.¢ef3 Wag+ 92.2e4 We8 93.00f4 We5 94.8g6+ the7 95.0d5+ &f7 96.8h6 Wal 97.8c6 fl+ 98.%e3
Wel+ 99.¢bf4 Wif2+ 100.ce5 Wb2+ 101.¢f5 ®f2+ 102.40f4 che7 103.8c2 ¥f1 104.8d2 Wb5+ 105.8d5 ¥f1

White has achieved good piece co-ordination but still the game is within drawing boundaries.
106.£d3 Wf2 107.2e2 f8 108.8e5 shg7 109.£h5 Wa7 110.£e8 Wc7?
Black blunders under pressure. Something like 110...%f2 would still be OK.

111.5e6+ 1-0

2

Gurevich Mikhalil
Baramidze David
Netherlands 2005
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Mikhail Gurevich is an expert endgame player, so he couldn’t lose this ending!

A N w b OO N o

90.We2+ od7 91.Wh5+ £c6 92.Wc5 Bf4 93.Wa7+ teb 94.Wa2+ £d5 95.Wa6+ N6 96.Wc8+ heb 97.Whg+ e
98.%h7+ d4 99.#h6 Eed+ 100.€2d2 4 101.Wd6 Bga 102.¢2e3 Bed+ 103.5f2 Hd4 104.%a6+ tcb 105.%Wa7+ d6
106.%b8+ the6 107.¥ g8+ the5 108. ¥ g7+ od6 Yoz

A model game for the defence.

3

Neverov Valeriy

M astrovasilis Athanasios
War saw 2005
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Another drawn position.

129..Wal+ 130.cke3 Wa7+ 131.cke2 Wd4 132 Ee3+ oh2 133.£2e6 ¥c3?
Thisloses. 133...%f6 or 133...%/h4 were the only moves.

134.Eh3+?

White had to find 134.52f3! Wc6+ (134...1d2 135.2e2++-) 135.2e4! ¥h7 136.5f4 Wc6 137.2d5 Wb 138.2e2+ gl
139.8e4 Wf6 140.£d3 hl 141.2e6! Wh8 142.8g6 2h2 143.8g2+ shhl 144.Hg5+—.

134...%g1 135.2d5 Wel+ 136.¢bf3 Wf1+! 137.2g4 We2+ 138.¢bf4 Wd2+?
138...Wf1+! draws.

139.¢bf5! ¢efl

Now, probably due to shortage of time, both sides start to make decisive mistakes.
140.f4?

140.2h1+ he2 141.5c1+ el 142.8h3+ &f2 143.8h2++—,

140...¥c2+?

140...%d4! =,

141.skg5! W8 142.8n2?

142.8e3!+—.

142..¥d7?



142.. Wd8+=.

143.8c4+ shgl 144.8g2+ 2h1 145 Ha2 gl 146.8d5?

146.8e2+—.
146...¢f1?
146.. Wg7+=.
147.5h4?
147 . 2c4++—,
147.. %9772
147.. . Wh7+=.

148.£g2+ 1-0

148...sbel (148...s5g1 149.5h3+ h2 150.2e4++-) 149.5d3+ dd1 150.2F3#.

An extrapawn for the ‘queen’ side is not necessary helpful - see the next example:

4
Mueller Karsten
Bach Matthias
Hamburg 1999
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Here the extra pawn doesn’t help White, as his king has fewer squares to move to!

79..d5+?

Black didn’t calculate precisely. He could win with 79...2b7! 80.%d3 (80.%xb7 &f5#; 80.Wh7 &g8+81.%¢6 L ed#,




80.Wf1 &ed 81.WF2 Hg8#) 80...5d5+ 81.88g5 Hbd+—+.
79...20d5+? 80.skg6 he7?

Again abad mistake. 80...5e7+! 81.52h6 £xe6 was winning.
81.We4 £xe6 82.Wh4a+ d7 83.Wad+ d6 oY

Even when the *pieces’ side has at its disposal the mighty bishop-pair or the *‘modest’ knight-pair, thereislittle he can
do to improve:

5

Gonzalez Rodriguez Jorge Armando
Shirazi Kamran

Saint John 1988
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125.8g3+ e2 126.2g4+ &f2 127.8c3 Wes+ 128.¢hg5 W8+ 129.¢ef4 Wh8+ 130.¢2f5 Wh5+ 131.£65 Wd7+ 132.¢bf4
Wad+ 133.g5 Wed 134.2f6 Wd5+ 135.82f4 Wd6+ 136.265 Vo2

6
Matnadze Ana
Dembo Yeena
| stanbul 2012
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White can succesfully defend asit’s enough to sacrifice his queen for the rook.

84...ge3 85.Wh7+ Hd5 86.5bh2 Bf1 87.Wa6 Bf4 88.We6+ ed4 89.¥d7 Bh4+ 90.¢gl she5 91.Wes+ Hde7 92.¥h8+
bf6 93.Wb2+ &f7 1o-%s

Adding a pawn(s) isadifferent story:

7

Caruana Fabiano
Negi Parimarjan
New Delhi 2011

aaaaaaa

)
e

. 7 e
v ., v

.

a b cde f gh

A N w o N o
be
@\
\\\\

»
%




80.2e6

Even better was 80.)d7 ¥a8 81.Ed4+—.

80.82e6 ¥c8 81.£c7 Wa8 82.8d6 se2 83.0e6 Wed 84.H\d4+ &f2 85.4)c6!

Protecting the king, so the b-pawn can advance.

85...%c2 86.¢b7 ¥h3 87.b6 f4 88.¢2c8 Wh3+ 89.8d7 f3 90.b7 sbg2 91.b8=% 2 92.#b2 ¢h1 93.5)e5 f1=¥
Both pawns were promoted but surprisingly White wins; his king is much safer!

94.sbb8! Wha+ 95.8d8 Whf6 96.8h7+ sbgl 97.8g8+ h2 98.0g4+ 1-0

8

Karpov Anatoly
Timman Jan
Brussels 1986
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Black’ s king is stuck on the edge and his a-pawn is weak as well.
101.€2b6 We3+ 102.¢a6! Weo+ 103.Hd6+ b8 104.2d8+ 7 105.8c8+! 1-0

And Black resigned: 105...82xd6 106.2c6+ &d5 107.2xe6 oxe6 108.2xa5+—.

Positions with multiple pawns for each side should be heaven for the ‘pieces' . Thisis because they can add an extra plan
(queening) to the original (mate the opponent king) and also because the ‘ pieces’ can easily stop or attack an enemy
pawn. And the queen can't...

9

Vouldis Angelos
Grivas Efstratios
Athens 1997
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White' s huge material advantage settles matters.
40.2f4 b4

Trying for some counterplay; what else?

41.5f5! b7+ 42.%93 bxc3 43.bxc3 Wa7 44.8xd6?!

Too hasty. White could crown his attack with 44.2h6+! g8 45.2g6+ 2h8 (45...82f8 46.5e6+ he8 47.8g8+ bd7
48.8g7++-) 46.8g7!+—.

44, ¥gl+ 45.%f3 Wh1+ 46.ce3 Wcl+ 47.shed Wc2+

A ‘better’ try was 47...Wel+ 48.%d5 Wd2+ but after 49.5e5 Wxc3+ 50.2d4 Wc5+ 51.¢2e6 Weo+ 52.60f7 White will
anyway win.
48.8d3 Wxa2 49.¢keb!

Although there are other ways to victory as well, the attack against the opponent’ s king is the surest method. White will
be attacking with four pieces, while Black can defend with only one.

49... a4 50.893 Wb5+ 51.¢bf6 Wce+ 52.0e6 h8 53.40e7 We8 54.897 1-0

10

Kortchnoi Viktor
Adianto Utut
Novi Sad 1990
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White needs to reshuffle and co-ordinate his pieces.
49.0d3 ¥h2+ 50.»e2 d4!?

Aninteresting try, aimed at creating a pair of passed pawns (f & h). After 50...94 51.2c5 Wd6 52.%ef4 Black should
lose.

51.exd4 f5 52.5e5?
White should go in for 52.d5! f4 53.82c7+ &h6 54.2f7+-.

52...f4 53.8c7+ g8 54.8f7
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54...%h3!
And now Black has sufficient resources to save the half point.
55.8f6 &2h7! 56.8f7+ g8 57.5\cl g4?

A clear blunder, losing his pride; the connected passed pawns. Black could logically go for 57...%e3+! 58.¢2c2 Wf2+
(58...Wxd4 59.5\cd3+=) 59.¢b1 Wxd4 60.5)cd3 Wed=.

58.8xf4 g3 59.2e2 g2 60.2f3 1-0

11

Wojtkiewicz Aleksander
Markowski Tomasz
Polanica Zdroj 1995
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White's healthy structure and active pieces will prevail, as the queen is lacking real targets.

30.8h5 &h7 31.8xh3 ¥b1 32.8h5! ¥xa2 33.8b5 ¥c2 34.8b7+ g6



35.b4

35.5fd4! Wd2 36.5)xe6+-—.
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35...%a2 36.b5 h5 37.8e7 ¥d5 38.2ed4 1-0

And as the pawns will fall, Black resigned.




QUEEN VSTWO ROOKS & MINOR PIECE

A gueen vstwo rooks & minor piece is hopeless for the queen, in pawnless or non-pawnless cases. Her only chances for
survival are stalemate and, in some extreme cases, perpetual check.

The pieceswill try to deliver mate or win the queen under favourable circumstances, ensuring that he will emerge a rook
ahead.

Example 1
sl 7 7. 7 7
7 %;/ /@% %y %;,
s | s
= Z Z Z
5 %&/ %ﬂmy/ﬁy /%%/
-5 5
s %%% 2,
2 % /E;/ ﬁ 7
abcde f gh
1.8Bc2+ seb8 2.Ecc4!

Black must now abandon the pin on the rook.
2..Wf6

Uselessisalso 2..Wa7 3.2b4+ &2c8 4.2a4 Wh6 5.2ac4+ b8 6.2b4 or 2...Wb2+ 3.2g3 or 2...Wab5 3.2d5 Wa2+ 4.2e2
Wh3 5.2d8+ a7 6.2c7+ b6 7.2b8+.

3.Bb4+ &c8 4.8dca+ d8 5.8b8+ &d7 6.8b7+ &d8 7.8ad! 1-0

1

Szczepinski Michal
Czarnota Pawel
Krynica 2003
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71.8c4+ b7 72.¢bc3 Wb+ 73.c2 W5 74.¢ed2 Was+ 75.8dc3 Wd5+ 76.¢kc2 Wif5+ 77.52b2 WeS5 78.8b4+ a8
79.2d4?

A grave blunder! Winning was 79.2d2 ¥f6 80.cva2 Wf7+ 81.2cb3.
79..We2+ 80.2a3 Wa2+! 81.%xa2 Yo-vs

Stalematel

2

Rakic Marija
Goczo Melinda
Belgrade 2015
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123.8g2 sbh7 124.¢f2 ¥co5+ 125.¢0f1 Wea+ 126.82gl WcoH+ 127.82h1 ¥c8 128.8f7+ &h6 129.£d2+ 1-0

3

Nunn John
Piket Jeroen

Monte Carlo 1994
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88...&7

88...2g2! 89.Wd8+ f7 90.Wab 2e6 91.Wc3 £d5 92.¢2d1 Eab 93.Wd4 Hal+ 94.Wxal Bgl+—+.



88...2f7 89.%d8+ Ee8 90.Wc7
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90...2g2! 91.%c3 &e6 92.Wf3 Bc8+ 93.¢2b1 £a2+ 0-1

4

PrieEric

Sandu Mihadgla

West Bromwich 2005
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83.8ceb



83.2f7+ b8 84.2e6 Wd2+ 85.56f6 W4+ 86.c6g7 W3+ 87.4)96 W3+ 88.¢bg8+—.

The king find its shelter between the pieces.

83.82ce6 Wgl+ 84.2h6 ¥h2+ 85.¢g7 ¥g3+ 86.2g6 Wc3 87.¢2g8 1-0

5

Finkel Alexander

Yudasin Leonid
| srael 1996
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78...s2g3 79.Wc7 Hd4

Even the black king will assist his pieces to deliver mate.

80.¥b8 N5+ 81.82d3 g2! 82.Wh2+ Bf2 83.Wb7+ Bf3+ 84.62d2 g3 85.%a8 Bd4+ 86.5kc2 Bed 87.d2 Be2+

88.¢bd1 Bee3 89.¢2¢c2
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89...skg1! 90.%a7 Bf2+ 91.¢ed1 Bb3 92.¢2cl He2+ 0-1

With extra pawns the win is more secure, asthe ‘pieces side has an extra plan- to queen a pawn! Also, the pawns
usually offer their king better protection against the perpetua check.

6

Howell David
Saeed Ishaq
Dubai 2016
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The co-ordination of the white pieces is strong and mate soon follows:



71.Bg7+ h8 72.8g8+ h7 73.£d3+ 1-0
Black resigned: 73...2h6 74.2h8#.

7

Van Wely L oek
Shirov Alexe
Monte Carlo 1997
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49...8d3! 50.n5

Trying to complicate matters, as 50.¢2g2 2f8 51.%b5 2ff3—+ would be curtains as well.

50...8ff3

Also good was 50...gxh5 51.¢bh4 g6 52.%c8 &e7+ 53.¢bh3 2ff3 54.We8+ &f6 55.Wh8+ he6—+.

51.8d7+ h6 52.hxg6 Bxg3+ 53.2h2 Bxg6

A natural capture, but 53...2ge3! 54.2g2 Be2+ 55.%f1 Hf2+ 56.%2g1 Bd1+ 57.¢bxf2 £c5+ was quicker!

54.%d8 &f3 55.%h8+ g5 56.%d8+ Eff6 57.82h3 f4 58.¢bh2 &f3! 0-1

And mate soon follows.

8

Dreev Alexey
Kulaots Kaido
Gausdal 2007
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39.83a6!

Trying to create weaknesses in the black pawn structure.

39...e5

If 39...¥d4 then the doubling of the rooks against 7 isfine: 40.2c7 g5 41.Baa7+—.

40.8b7 e4 41.8aa7 €3 42.Bxf7+ ©h6 43.fxe3 Wxe3+ 44.&h2

The white king has enough protection - no need to worry!

44..Wc5 45 8h7+ g5 46.£92 We5 47.8ad7! Wb2 48.8d5+ ¢ef6 49.8b7 ¥cl 50.8b6+ 1-0

50...¢2€7 (50...22g7 51.8d7+ £h6 52.£e4+-) 51.8xg6+—.
The short-range knight might be not as strong as the longer-range bishop, but it is still amighty force.

9

Melkumyan Hrant
Postny Evgeny
Sarajevo 2012
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52.Wc8+ Nf8 53.Wica+ Bf7 54.Wh3 Hd7 55.We6 hg7 56.We3 h6 57.%2h3 Heb5 58.Wed Bf3!
Targets must be attacked!

590.%b7+ dg6 60.%ed+ &f6 0-1

10

Shaw John

Gretarsson Hjorvar Steinn
Reykjavik 2006
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Here the white pawn is even weaker. Black need only co-ordinate his pieces and the bacon will.come home by itself!
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66...52g87!

But on the other hand, an immediate tactic could finish the game at once: 66...2e4+! 67.56h3 Hg5+ 68.%h2 (68.52g2
Dh7+—+) 68...8h4+ 69.52g1 Hh7+—+.

66...52g8?! 67.%d4 Bg5 68.Mc4 Eee5 69.%c8+ g7 70.%d7 Bxh5+
The pawn isfelled and White continues just praying for a miracle.

71.hgd Bhg5+ 72.52h4 h5 73.9h3 Hgf5 74.sbg3 Be3+ 75.5bg2 Bf4 76.8c7 Hga+ 77.6h2 h4 78.8d7 Beed 79.82h3
896 80.Wa7 Bg3+ 81.¢kh2 Bf4

81...2e2+ 82.%vh1 Hel+ 83.%2h2 2d3 84.2g2 h3+—+.
82.Wal+ Bf6 83.%d4 Hg5 84.%h1 kg6
Hoping for 84...2\f3? 85.Wxf6+! bxf6 stalemate!

85.Wc4 Beb 86.Wc2+ hh6 87.Wf5 Bge3 88.Wf2 Bel+ 89.¢2g2 B1e2 0-1



QUEEN & MINOR PIECE VSTWO ROOKS

Not an often-met ending, but still certain knowledgeis required.
Starting with the bishop, we can notice that the long-range piece is strong and can defend and attack from far away.

Thisfact is, of course, agreat help for the ‘queen’ side and usually delivers the point to the boss. We often see endings
with queen vsrook resulting, as one rook has to be sacrificed for the bishop in order to avoid immediate mate.

| have found only four examples in my database, which proves how rare thisending is...

1

Zaremba Andrie
Pixton Aaron
Dallas 2002
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Black will combine hisforces of king, queen and bishop to force mate or win material.
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92...2f6! 93.8e8 £g5+ 94.¢2c2 Wcl+ 95.62b3 &f6!

To further restrict the white king on the edge of the board.

96.2e2 Wb1+

Quicker is 96...¥c3+ 97.va2 Wh4 98.28e4 £d4 99.2e6 t2c4 100.2c6+ vd3 101.2ec2 Wad+ 102.cbb1 Wal#.

97.¢ka3 £d4 98.2d8+ shc4 99.8c2+ ¢d3 100.82dc8 ¥h5 101.82¢6 £b2+ 102.¢ka2 ¥b4 103.8a8 £c3 104.8d8+ &c2 0-
1

2

Rios Parra Algjandro
Miguel Lago Victor Miguel
Tunja 1989
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69.Wc3 &f8 70.Wc8+ e7 71.Wc7+ he8 72.8c4 18 73.2g3 Bg6+ 74.¢kf4 Bgfe+ 75.2e5 e 76.2b5+ &f8 77.Wc8+
g7 78.8c4

The bishop helped the queen to push the king to the edge and now returnsto restrict the rooks.
78...82g6 79.¥ g4+ oh6 80.£f7! Eb6 81.Wg8 Bg6

Black had no choice other than to play the ending of queen vs rook: 81...Efd6 82.%h8+ cbg5 83.Wh5#.
82.£xg6 Bxg6 83.%d8 g7 84.%f5 bh7 85.We8 By7 86.5f6

The *Philidor Position’!

86...8g1 87.%d7+ £h8 88.%c8+ 1-0

3

Przybylski Wojciech
Wiewiora Eneasz
Jastrzebia Gora 2015
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97...%b4+ 98.¢2c6 Whe+

Black cannot push the enemy king to the edge with the bishop so close. He should opt firstly for 98...£€3.
99.¢d5 ¥d6+ 100.82¢c4 £e3 101.88h5 g6 102.82h3 ¥d4+ 103.2b5 £95!

The rooks are far away and they cannot assist their king.

104.8h7 ¥d5+ 105.¢b4 £d2+ 106.2a3 ¥Wh5 107.8h2 £f4 108.8h1 £cl1+

Simpler was 108...£d6+ 109.c2a2 We2+ 110.%2b3 Wd3+ 111.55b2 £e5+ 112.¢2cl We3+ 113.2d1 £f4—+.
109.8Excl

Forced due to 109.ska2 Wh2#.

109...sexh7

And now we have once again the queen vs rook ending!

110.8c3 g6 111.8b3 Was+ 112.¢kb2 &f5 113.2b1 shed 114.8b2 sd3 115.8b3+ thcd 116.8b2 see3 117.8c2+ d3
118.8b2 Wa4 119.8h2 W3+ 120.8b2 ¥d1+ 121.cka2 ¢c3 122.8b8 ¥d5+ 123.¢2al ¥hi+ 0-1

4
Papp Gabor
Martinovic Sasa
Szombathely 2008
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85...2€6!

The ‘usua’ move which gets the bishop away from the enemy king and restricts the rooks.
86.2c7 Wd5+ 87.¢bc3 Wb3+ 88.¢2d4 Wha+ 89.¢2d3 cheb!

The king assists.

90.¢2e3 Wb3+ 91.¢d2 d4 92.¢kcl d3 93.Bed 7+

The only way to avoid mate is to sac material.

93...&xd7 94.8xd7+ kel 95.8e7+ 2 96.8c7 Wel+ 97.2c2 Wed+ 98.¢bb3 Web+ 99.¢2c2 Wg6+ 100.¢cl Wgs+
101.¢bc2 ¥f5+ 102.¢kd1 &e3 103.secl $d3 104.8c2 Wed 105.¢2b1 ¥ad 106.8h2 ¥h4+ 107.a2 Was5+ 108.¢kb1
Wel+ 109.2a2 We6+ 110.¢2b1 c3 111.8b2 Wed+ 112.¢2a2 Wad+ 113.¢bb1 Wd1+ 114.2a2 ¥Wd4 115.¢al Wgs
116.s2a2 ¥d1 117.8b8 Wd2+ 118.¢kb1 Wel+ 119.cka2 Wf2+ 120.2b1 ¥gl+ 0-1

When we come to the knight, things are tougher! The knight is a short-range piece and cannot usually attack and defend
simultaneously and thus can’t really restrict the rooks.

The win is much longer and contains a lot of possibilitiesto go wrong, for both sides of course!

There are some positions where both the rooks placed on the 3rd/6th rank can draw. Thisis an amazing discovery by the
analysis engines!

5

Simonyi Zoltan
Frick Christoph
Budapest 2009
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61...¥We5+ 62.2294 We6+ 63.2f4 g7 64.82a6

64.2d2? Whe+—+.

64...We5+ 65.8f3 &f8 66.8a5 N5 67.82g4 Wed+ 68.¢2g5 Hb7

68...Wf3 (restriction) is better and quicker.

69.8f5+ ¢hg7 70.8a8 Nd6 71.8a7+ g8 72.8fab Hf7+ 73.%f6 Wc6+ 74.8f5 g7 75.85a6 Wf3+ 76.ce6 Wed+

77.82d7 ¥d5+ 78.¢ec7 &f8 79.8b7 Hd8?

A critical mistake, not only because Black could finish the game with 79...%d8+ 80.2c6 Wf6+ 81.%2b5 Wh2+ 82.¢0¢6

& d8+—+, but also because now White can achieve the draw!



T A %

B AEY
%/ ,;,,_j/ %7 %7
/ﬁ%/ %/ //@ -

AnE s

a b cde f gh

A N w o N o

80.2bb6?

80.2f6+! ¢bg7 81.2bb6 Hf7 82.2a6 is a draw according to the tablebases. Hard to believe it as a human, but tablebases
know better! Actually thisisthe 6th rank defence!

80...5ke7 81.2b8 We5+ 82.¢hc8 W5+ 83.2b8 Hf7?

83...Wd5 84.2a7+ he8 85.2h7 WeS+—+.

84.8f6 & eb 85.8fe6+?

85.2ae6+! &d7 86.2d6+ che7 87.2de6+= - the 6th rank defence!

85...sd8?

85...%f7!.

86.8ad6+ Nd7+ 87.¢b7 Wh5+ 88.¢2a7 Was+ 89.¢b7 b4+ 90.%a6 ¥c5 91.¢2b7 ¥a5 92.8h6?
92.2f6! ke7 93.2de6+ d8 94.2d6= - the 6th rank defence!

92..Wh5+ 93.¢ka7 the7 94.8de6+ ef7 95.8c6 Nc5 96.8c7+ shg8 97.8g6+ Yo-Ys

And here the game ended in adraw, but Black iswinning: 97...¢2f8 98.2h7 Wad+ 99.2b6 (99.56b8 Wes+) 99...Wa6+
100.¢2xc5 Wxg6—+.

6

Voroblievas Arturas
Ranario Danidl
Rynia 2013
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64.Wh5+ g7 65.Wg5+ &f8 66.%d8+ g7 67.%d4+ g8 68.¥d8+ g7 69.0e5 Bf6+ 70.82g5 Eeb6?
70...Eaab! and it is one of these drawn positions with both rooks on the 6th rank!
71.9d7?

71.%d4! was the only way to go: 71...2aa6 (71...2ae7 72.5g6++-) 72.5)\c6+! ©f8 73.Wd8+ &f7 74. W d7++—.
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71..Baab!

Black found the only (theoretical) way!



72.9f8+ h7 73.Wf5+ ¢hg8 74.Wf8+ bh7 75.Wf7+ &h8 76.9f8+ h7 YoY%
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The rooks are placed on the 3rd but thisis not one of ‘those’ positions, as the black knight is quite helpful.
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61..Wd2+ 62.¢2b1 ¥d1+ 63.2a2 Hd2?
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Black could force the win of material with 63...We2+ 64.c2al W1+ 65.52a2 W2+ 66.50al (66.2b1 Hd2+—+) 66...Wa7+
67.%2b1 Hd2+—+.

A N w b OO N o




64.8b4+ ¢d5 65.8b2?

65.2d3+! $c5 66.2dd4! (66.2b2 Wad+ 67.2a3 Wed+ 68.cal Wel+ 69.52a2 Hcd—+; 66.2bd4 We2+ 67.2a3 Nbl#)
66...%cl 67.2f4 makes the win quite long and uncertain...

65...Wad+ 66.8a3 Wca+ 67.skal Red?

Why not again 67...%cl1+ 68.%2a2 Hc4—+7?

68.8a7 b3+ 69.82a2 Hc5+ 70.¢ka3 Wicl 71.ska2 od4 72.Bb4+ sc3 73.8b3+! d4
73..0xb3 74.8c7+=.

74.8b4+ ¢d5 75.8a3?

White should go for 75.8a8 and thewin is at least 40 (perfect) moves away.

75.. ¥c2+ 76.8b2 Wca+ 77.skal
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77..8d3! 78.8bb3 Wcl+ 79.¢ka2 Wd2+ 80.¢kb1 Wd1+ 0-1

White resigned due to 81.2a2 H\c1+—+.

8

Hofene Josef
Sonnleitner Ernst
Dortmund 1987



/,,,,,,,y
A\ / /
. &

O M~ W W < M oy

abcdefgh

Black shouldn’t have trouble drawing this ending, as the white knight is pinned.

50.%d2+ f3 60.Wd1+ g2 61.We2+ hl 62.8f1+ &h2 63.%f2+ 1-0

But somehow here he resigned! Of course he should avoid 63...£2h3? 64.f4 Had+ 65.52e3+- but 63...2h1 was

perfectly good.



CHAPTER 4.
QUEEN VSBISHOP & PAWNS

A lone bishop cannot be a match for a mighty queen; it cannot offer even a stubborn defence!

Moving on only the half squares of the board, due to itsinherent nature, means that the opposing side can work mating
nets on the opposite-colour complexes.

Note that usually the ‘bishop’ side resigns early, trusting the ‘technique’ of the opponent, but we have numerous blitz
games where the weaker side tries all possible chances, mainly relying on the time factor!

Let’s study three typical examplesin order to understand the winning concept:

1

Chlevistan Jaromir
Ruzicka Vaclav
Valasska Bystrice 2016
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White will either corner the black king and deliver mate, or he will win the bishop with a double attack.
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68.Wd7+ &h2 69.8h7+ shg2 70.8g6+ bfl 71.d2d1 Lel
71...£03 72.Wf5+ 292 73.82e2 &h4 74.Wf3+ ©h2 75.8f1 isthe end of the story.
72.8d3+ 1-0

With an extra pawn for the *bishop’ side the win remains trivial, as the pawn can hardly play any important role.

2
Amaro Jose Roberto
Campos Otavio Moraes
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64.% g2 &4 65.52¢5

White needs both of his pieces to win the game.

65...93 66.52d5 g4 67.sked £c7 68.5ke3

68.1f3+ hh3 69.c6f5 hh2 70.¢2g4 £b8 (70...g2 71.8Wh3+ gl 72.8f3+-) 71.We2+ chgl 72.Hf3+—,

68...2b6+ 69.¢ke2 £f2 70.Wed+ h3 71.2f3 h2 72.¥h7+ sgl 73.%h3 1-0

3

Maslikova Veronika
Tokhirjonova Gulruhbegim
Baku 2016
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One of the ‘difficult’ positions, as the black king is obliged to guard against the promotion of the pawn and therefore it
seems that he cannot assist his queen in the mating nets. One winning plan for Black isto stalemate the white king with
his queen, forcing the bishop to move. The other one was played in the game.

44, Wif5 45.c2c4 ¥h5

The queen will work ‘extra’ guarding the promotion of the pawn and restricting the white king on the edge of the board
- dways with the assistance of her king!

46.%2d4 ©f6 47.ched We5+ 48.¢0d3 de7 49.¢c4 ©d6 50.¢b4 dheb 51.¢ca W4+ 52.¢6d3 Wh4 53.¢ke3 &5 54.¢d3
b4 55.¢hc2 ¥d4 56.2b1 ¥c3 57.¢ka2 Wd2+ 58.¢kb1 ¥h2 59.¢kal

59.¢bcl s2c3 60.chd1 Wd2#.

59...ka3 0-1

Example 1
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Even with the bishop better placed, the winisagain trivial. The queen will perform two duties and in co-operation with
her king will finish the job.

1. Wga+ 2.cbf1 W3 3.cbgl shc7 4.2e1 shd6 5.212 sheb 6.50f1 f4 7.cel Wd5 8.e2 shed 9.2b6 Wa2+ 10.seel d3
11.sbf1 We2+ 12.sbg1 Wf3 13.8¢5 she2 14.2b6 Wga+ 15.¢bh2 cbf1 16.a8=8 Wha# 0-1

Positions with two pawns are still no match for the queen, aslong as they are not so far-advanced. In general the queen
prevails.

4
Jessel Stephen

Palencia M orales Guillermo Wilson
Baku 2016
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Separated pawns are not areal problem.

84..Wd4+ 85.2e4 sbh6 86.%f5 Wh4 87.f4 We7

The black queen stops both pawns and frees her king to assist.

88.¢f5 &h5 89.£f3+ ¢h4 90.2e4 ¢h5 91.2f3+ h6 92.2e4 #h4!

White isin immediate trouble, losing one of the pawns.

93.4d3

93.66 Wg5H.

93..Wh3+ 94.cbe4 xg6 95.82d4+ f7 96.2c4+ e7 0-1

5

Kaulich Philipp Theodor
Thieme Daniel Otis

Kiel 2016
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Even connected pawns are difficult to defend.
58.¢f4 95+ 59.¢ke4 h4 60.%f8+ &h5 61.%f3+ &h6 1-0

Black resigned, in view of: 62.52e5 £e7 63.2e6 £05 64.52f7 £d8 65.%d3.

Example 2
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1..%h2+ 2.¢hel ¢d6

2..Wg3+ 3.2e2 Wg2+—+.



3.£e2 d54.2d1
4.£03 W3+ 5.50e2 Wg2+—+.
4..shc4 5.2+ ©c3 0-1

With three pawns things can be more complicated and sometimes all results are quite possible! The ‘ blockade factor’ is
the secret!

6

Valerga Diego
Rivero Jose L uis
Buenos Aires 1992
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Connected pawns are not necessarily aforcein this ending as White will prevail by combining his forces against the
only point that they can attack - the f7-pawn. After its movement, the white king will work on the weakened light
sguares around the enemy king.
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42 et 8d4 43.2d5 £al 44.¥h4 £d4 45.¢kd6 5

If Black waits with 45...202, then the win is gained by 46.c2e7 a3+ 47.2e8 f5 48.2d7 £b2 49.¢be6 e4 50.Wf2 &c3
51.Wa7++—.

46.52e6 e4 47 We7+
Also possible is 47.%f4 2al 48.%e3 as in the previous note.

47...52h6 48.¢f7 &h5 49.%d6 1-0

7
Nikolic Predrag
Polgar Judit
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A rapid game, but White encounters no problems in winning it.
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110.¥d7+! £d5 111.¢bf2
111.Wf5 is good as well, but the king is badly needed in such endings!
111...c5 112.%f5 c4 113.%xf6 c3 114.¥b6+ ocd 115.22e3 £h1 116.¥c7+ bb3 117.¢d3 ed+ 118.%d4 1-0

Black resigned: 118...c2 119.Wc3+.

Judit Polgar had already experienced this ending, astwo years earlier she was able to win it against atop-GM, in a
normal time-control game.

8

Illescas Cordoba Miguel
Polgar Judit

Las Palmas 1994
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Hereit isall about blockade - if Black succeeds in setting one up, then she will win.

\\
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66...82c8

Black’ s king has to assist his queen in the personal fight against the enemy king.

67.94 2d7 68.h5 se6 69.h6 b7

Firstly, the h-pawn must be blocked by the king and then the queen will create a zugzwang.
70.£97

Or 70.5 Wcl+ 71.0h5 Whi+ 72.5hg5 Wed 73.2b2 We2 74.8g7 We7+ 75.50h5 g8 76.2al oh7 77.897 (77.95 We2+
78.56h4 Wel+ or 78...Wed+ 79.¢bh5 Wxf5 in some variations) 77...%d8! and White isin zugzwang!

70..%c1 71.2e5 g8 72.897 h7 73.¢ef5 Wc2+! 74.¢2g5 Wd2 75.¢f5

Niceis 75.2e5 Wd5 76.2h5 (76.%f6 &xh6) 76...Wh1+ 77.82g5 Wxh6+ 78.5f5 Wo6H.
75..Wd5+ 76.82f6 Wd8+ 77.¢f5

77.she6 WeB+ 78.%f5 Wg6+—+.

77..%e7!

White isin zugzwang and he must push his g-pawn.

78.95

78.£f6 Wc5+ 79.50e6 xh6—+.

78..¥d 7+ 79.¢bf6 ¥d3! 80.ckeb6 g6 81.865 Wf5+ 82.2d5 f7 83.5kd4 deb 84.c2e3 hd5



Now that all the pawns are blocked, Black’s task is not that difficult - he will mate the white king!

85.¢f3 Wh3+ 0-1

85...%h3+ White resigned. A sample variation is: 86.ce2 che4 87.¢bd2 Wd3+ 88.2cl We2 89.¢kb1 &2d3 90.¢kal (90.h7
Wel+ 91.%a2 c2) 90...£2¢c2 and mate follows.

9

Ovetchkin Roman
Golubev Mikhail
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Firstly, | must note that this was a blitz game. Here White' s pawns are well-advanced and the separation of them is not
so bad, aslong as they can cause danger! Both sides must be careful to hold on here!

A N w b OO N o

79.f5 ¥co+

79...%b7 was OK aswell: 80.6f6! (80.f6? 2e6—+) 80...cbed 81.96 Wd5 82.97 Wxf5+ 83.c2e7 Wc5+ with adraw by
perpetual check.

80.f6?

A natural blitz move, but the correct one was 80.¢2g7 he4 81.f6 f5 82.£e5! txeb 83.f7 Wh7 84.a8=1 Wxa8 85.f8=1
Wxf8+ 86.2xf8 2f5 87.¢bg7 oxg5=.

80...cke6! 81.f7 Wc2+?

A terrible, losing blunder. Black could prevail by 81...2e7+! 82.¢tg7 Wc3+! 83.¢2g6 (83.62g8 Wcs+! [83...1f3?
84.£d6+!+-] 84.cbg7 Wi+ 85.55g6 Wxf7+ 86.50h6 Wig+ 87.5h5 W3+ 88.0h6 bf 7—+) 83...Wf3! 84.8f4 Wd5—+.

82.82q7 Wh2+ 83.2g8 Wg2 84.214 1-0

With four or more pawns, everything depends on the specific position.
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Wesak pawns are not a healthy issue!

89... W g6+ 90.cke7 Wed+

The queen’ s operation viathe light squares (as White has the dark-squared bishop) has no match.
91.¢ef7 &d7!

The black king approaches to assist the mating nets.

92.£f6 WeS+ 93.¢g7 keb 94.2e7 Wf7+ 95.¢bh8 &f50-1

And as...£2g6 is coming, White resigned.

11

Novotny Josef
Splichal Stanidav
Czech Republic 2008
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Four connected pawns to fight against looks a bit scary, but everything depends on the blockade. Note that the pawns
are not far advanced; afactor that helps the ‘ queen’ side.
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51.¥c8 ©f7 52.9f5 shg7 53.8d4 &7 54.50¢5 e6 55.¥g4 shgb 56.8d6 5 57.#g2
57.%d4 f4 58.¢2e7 £98 59.%d8 looks quicker.

57...g4
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58.¢ke5 h3

Or 58...93 59.%d2 h3 60.%f4 g2 61.Wg3+ 2h6 62.f6+—.



50.893 g5 60.8f4+ ha 61.6 L8 62.5xeb £.c6
Black is forced to abandon his pawns: 62...296 63.%f6 £h7 64.c2g7+- or 64.Wh6+ g3 65.Wxh7+-.

63.2xf5 213 64.We5 &e2 65.%f4 g3 66.#g5# 1-0
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Here again White can win.

47.she2 Se7

Black would love to advance his g-pawn by 47...g5 but this loses to 48.%h8+ bf7 (48...¢2g6 49.Wc8+-) 49.Wh5+ ¢bf6
50.%h6+ and the pawn falls.

48.Wa4?!

The e5-square is a critical one, so White should continue with 48.%hb8 g5 49.¢d3 f4 (49...g4 50.sbd4+-) 50.82d4+-.

48...sf7

Black stays put, which is abad policy. 48...g5 should have been tried, although after 49.<2d3 g4 50.%d4+ g6 51.%h6
&f7 52.%c7 White is on the right track.

49.¢bf3 £16 50.Wd7+ 2e7 51.f4 f6 52.%c7! &bd
52...95+ 53.52€3 f4+ 54.60d4 £a3 55.We5+ and Black loses one of his pawns.

53.We5+ &f7 54.Wh8!



Making way for her king.
54..82¢el
54...2€7 55.5be5 26+ 56.¢2d6 £e7+ 57.%2d7 and the end is near.

55.%a7+ &g8 56.%e5 £h4 57.¢xe6 £f6 58.Ma8+ &h7 59.%xd5 1-0
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The pawns are well-advanced, so Black hasto settle for adraw.

66...%d5+ 67.¢kc7 g4 68.97 &f5 69.b4 ¥f7+ 70.¢bb6 eb 1-0

Here Black lost on time (in arapid game). The game might have continued with 71.b5 ¥g8 72.¢tb7 &e7 73.b6 ¥ds5!
(73..Wc4? 74.8f6+! bxf6 75.c7 Wds+ 76.2b8 Wxd4 77.07!+-) 74.£h2 (74.%2¢7 Wd8+ 75.¢b7 Wd5=) 74...Wg2! and
thereisno win in sight for White, as long as the black queen can operate on the light squares with efficiency.

14
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White' s five healthy pawns secure his position and Black has to settle for adraw.
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58.b5! W¥icl 59.b6 W4+ 60.¢ke3 Wco+ 61.ke2 Wicd+ 62.¢2d2 Wha+ 63.c2e2 Wca+ 64.¢0d2 Wha+ 65.c2e2 Wca+ Yo-Ys

When the ‘queen’ side has an extra pawn (or pawns) the win istrivial, because the stronger side has at his disposal
added values:

1. The extra pawn (or pawns), if not passed, can stop one or more of their opponent’s pawns, freeing his piecesto
deliver the mate.

2. If passed, then a new queen can be promoted or material can be won.

Keep in mind that ‘rules’ in chess are only a guide to proceed with ideas; each position is unigue and should be treated
with care and responsibility, paying attention to specific moves and calcul ation.

QUEEN VSTWO BISHOPS

Two bishops, curiously enough, are amost never able to draw against a queen, although the winning process is often
complicated and requires many dozens of moves.

The only drawing position was discovered as early as the 18th century:

Example 1
Lolli Giambattista
Study 1763
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1.We7+ ¢hc8 2.Web+

In case of 2.¥d6 b7 3.¢bc4 Black should play 3...&a7! (3...£c7? loses to 4.We7 b6 5.Wha+ a6 6.52c5+-) 4.We7+
¢bb8 with the idea of ...&£b6= or even 4...cbbh6=.

2...5kb7 3.¥d6 &a7

3..8¢7 4.We7 &b6=is also playable, as White has no 5.%b4+.
4 ¥e7+ &b6!

Rather than 4...cbb87? 5.c2a5+—.

5.8d8+ b7 6.8kab &c5! Y2>Ys

White isin zugzwang, as every possible move allows the black bishop to return to b6. If White brings hisking to €7, the
bishop occupies the c7-square, with the same position.

This defensive method saves Black only when hisking ison b7 or symmetrically on g7, b2, and g2 and the bishops are
placed next to each other and horizontally.
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The position is drawn, as Black has achieved the ideal set-up. But in practice it is more difficult to defend than to attack!

A N w o N o

60.%c6 b2 61.¥b5 c2 62.¢be3 £d2+?

62...2a2 isthe only move.

63.%2d4?

63.50ed! £c3 64.We2+ bl 65.2d3+—.

63...2C3+ 64.cbe4 £a2! 65.52e3

If now 65.%e2+, then 65...2b3! 66.¢2d3 £bl+ 67.c2e3 2a2=.
65...2d2+! 66.%2e2 £c3 67.Wd3+ db2!

67...$5b3? now loses to 68.¢kd1.

68.Wb5+ dc2 69.¢he3 £d2+ 70.€d4 &c3+ 71.shed
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71...2b1!

The only move! 71...2b3? 72.We2+ kbl 73.82d3+—.

72.2e3 £d2+ 73.5ke2 £c3 74.¥b7 £a2 75.Wed+ b2 76.Wad £b3
76...2b1 draws as well.

77.¥Db5 &2 78.%c5 £a2?

Again Black blunders - he should have gone for 78...cb2!=.
79.Wf5+?

It was difficult to find the only winning move: 79.%a3! £b3 80.¢be3 £d2+ 81.cbe4 £c3
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82.Wa6! kb2 83.Wh5! b2 84.We2+ &bl 85.¢bd3+—.
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79...22b2 80.%h5+ ¢hc2 81.Wad+ £b3?

81...%2b2! had to be played.

82.%a67?

White again misses the winning continuation mentioned above: 82.#a3!

82...2b2 83.2e3 £a2 84.Wh5+ 2 85.Wad+ b2

But now he reacts correctly!

86.We4 &bl 87. Wb 7+ dbc2 88.Wh5 £d2+ 89.cke2 £¢3 90.Wad+ b2 91.¢kd1 £d3! Y22

And White decided that he’ d had enough!

But let’ s examine some examples on the winning process when the ‘ bishops' side hasn’t achieved the desired drawn set-
up.

2
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The white king isfar from the critical squares (b2, b7, g2 and g7), so Black can win.

AN w A OO N
N
)

58...Wa3+ 59.¢d2+ ¢he5 60.2d3 Wb2+ 61.¢hd1 ¥c3 62.¢e2 &d5 63.2d27!

63.2f2 makes the win much longer; the opponent’ s king must be restrained from the squares needed to enter White's
small fortress. And the bishops are best placed horizontally: 63...%f6 64.2e3 Wb2+ 65.22el Wc3+ 66.50e2 e5
(zugzwang) 67.2£f2 &f4 68.£e3+ g3 69.2f2+ kg4 70.£e3 Wh3! 71.2d2 (71.£f2 Wb2+ 72.¢he3 Web+ 73.¢ed2 &f3-
+) 71...We6+ 72.2e3 Wa2+ 73.£d2 &g3 and so on.
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63...Wb2! 64.c2e3 Web+ 65.50f2 d4 66.2e2 Wif5+ 67.ckel Wc2 68.£4 hed 69.8d2 Wh1+ 70.2f2 Mb6+ 71.¢ef1 Wd4
72.8el



72.sbel losesto 72...Wgl+ 73.£f1 &f3 74.£h6 W2+,
72.. Wal 73.f2 W6+ 74.cbg1

74.s292 should hold according to the theory of this ending, but the bishops haven't yet taken up their appropriate
positions, so Whiteislosing after 74...cbe3 75.294 Wf4 76.2d1
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a b c de f gh
76...%f5! (restriction of the light-squared bishop and zugzwang!) 77.s2g3 (77.2h4 Wd5+—+) 77...%f1—+.
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74..0e3 75.4f1 g6+ 76.202 Wh1 77.ckf1 Wd3+ 78.sogl ¥d1 0-1
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69...82d7 70.£b5+

70.$2b3 ¢2c6 71.¢bc3 is abetter try - do not forget the 50-moves rule!

70...82¢7 71.8c4 b6 72.52a3 Wc2! 73.£b3 Wbl 74.2c3 b5 75.80b2 Wel! 76.cba2 Wd2 77.¢eb1 b4 78.£c2
An‘ideal’ set-up but it should be one file further up the board!

78..%e2

78..Wel+ 79.cba2 Wif1 creates a zugzwang: 80.£al (80.£b3 Wab+) 80...¥cl 81.&£f5 Wd2+ 82.2b1 (82.£02 Wd5+—+)
82...Wel+ 83.cva2 Wif2+—+.

79.¢bcl shed 80.2b1 Wd2 81.8a4 We2 82.£c2 shh4 83.¢ecl YoY%

As Black didn’t know what to do, he accepted the draw offer! Of course heis easily winning with 83...%e3+ 84.cbb1
Wgl+ 85.c2a2 Wf1, as mentioned above.

4
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80...Wc6 81.2f4+ ©f6 82.£94 Wd5 83.£13 Wc5+ 84.ched W2+ 85.¢e3 f5 86.293 Wc5+ 87.¢be2
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White is very close to the drawing set-up, so Black must be precise.

87..%c3?

A blunder. 87...Wg1! was the only move, restricting the white king from reaching the g2-square.

88.¢ef2! ¥d2+ 89.¢bf 1!

89.2e2 islosing to 89...cbe4 90.52f1 We3 91.4f2 Wh3+ 92.¢bgl bf4—+.

89...We3 90.¢bg2
The‘Lolli Position’ achieved!

90...sbg5 91.£f2 Wd2
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92.shg3! Wh2 93. 263+ bf5 94.891!

White is playing only moves and he gives the impression that he has carefully studied the ending.
94.. ¥d2 95.8g4+

The text move and 95.£h2 are the only good moves here,

95...shg5 96.£f3 W3 97.£2 ©f5 98.2g1 Wb4
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99.2€3?



White has defended well until here and now he should continue with 99.¢2g2 or 99.£h2 or 99.¢6f2 remaining within the
drawing set-up.

99...Wel+! 100.8f2 ¥icl
The set-up is broken; White loses.

101894+ she5 102.8f3 ®gs+ 103.2h2 &f4 104.892 ®he+ 105.s2g1 ®d6 106.8h2 gd+ 107.c2g1 Bd2 108.£f1 Frcl
109.¢bg2 ¥d1 110.2a6 ¥cl

110...%f3+ is quicker: 111.¢bgl of4 112.8f1 Wd1 113.¢2g2 Wgd+ 114.2h2 f3 115.2el Wf4+ 116.60h1 Wcl—+.

111.8e2+ of4 112,81 Wc2 113.¢2gl Wd1 114.¢g2 ¥g4+ 115.5h1 &f3 116.291 Wh5+ 117.2h2 &f2 0-1
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69 moves to win from this position!

72.%g5 od5 73.22e7 £d3 74.Wh5 2e4 75.22d7 d4 76.8d1+ £d3 77.2e6 &4 78.¥ g4 hed 79.Mg2+ e3 80.52d5
2e2?

80...2f5 was practically the only continuation, when with the correct defence White will need 46 moves to win, much
longer in total than the 50-move rule. But it is natural for the ‘bishops' sideto fall into some tricks, blundering materia
or otherwise shortening the defeat.

81.Wed+ d2 82.Wixf4+ chel 83.62d4 £d1 84.ske3 £f3 85.%h2 1-0



QUEEN VSTWO BISHOPS & PAWNS
Of course this chapter is directly connected with the previous one and it is more-or-less an easy nut to crack!

With one pawn for the *bishops' side, things seem to be quite clear: draw! Well, beware of the exceptions of course!
Let’s examine some positions:
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This position without the h-pawn is lost for White. Here the pawn’ s role isto protect the bishop, thus the position is
drawn.
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74.812+ Bf4 75.8e1 Was+ 76.2g1 Wal 77.f2 b2+ 78.skgl e3 79.293
The text move and 79.£h4 are the only drawing continuations.

79..%d2

If not for the pawn on h3, Black would win with 79...%g7.

80.%f1 ked 81.¢gl she3 82.¢f1 ¥d5 83.¢egl!

Black was hoping for something like 83.£h4? ¥h1#.

83...Mc6 84.82+ hf4 85.62h2 Wicl 86.82g2 ¥2-Ye

2
Sadvakasov Dar men
Sorokin Maxim
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No problem here for Black either; the black a5-pawn protects one of the bishops.
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82.We6+ &d8!

The black king hasto go for the queenside, as there lie his bishops. Losing was 82...&2f8? 83.¢:f6 £c3+ 84.%f5 £b4
85.Web.

83.WMb6+ c8 84.Wa6+ ec7 85.Wca+ b7 86.¢kd5 Yoz

White accepted that he has no chances, settling for the draw.
White could build an unbreakable fortress, just he needs to be careful:
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White immediately goes wrong with:

56.f5?
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White needed firstly to protect his pawn with 56.2€5!=.

56...%c1+! 57.¢d3 &xf5 0-1

And Black achieved awinning position, cashing the point in on the 78th move.

With two pawns, it seems that there is no real difference to the result:

4
Thorvaldsson Jonas
Timman Jan
Helsinki 1972
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Here Black can even protect both of his bishops and it is not a surprise that he has no troubles!
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49.Wd5 ¢hg6 50.Wg8+ f6 51.82g2 £95 52.8293 she5 53.Wf7 ched 54.Wca+ ke Yo-ls

And the game ended in adraw on the 78th move.
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Black should be OK, but White can try for abit...
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49...215 50.¢f4 &f7 51.¢ke5 e7 52. M6+ &d7 53. %7+ ¢c6?
And Black bites at the ‘decoy’! 53...82¢8 was OK.
54.%d5# 1-0

Some problems for the ‘queen’ side can arise when the pawns' number is increased to three or more. Black has some
chances but White should be able to draw.
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With the deadly threat...h3-h2-h1.

65.%g4 h3 66.%2c3?

Losing acritical tempo. White had to opt for 66.52¢2! €6 (66...2f4 67.ced1=) 67.22d2 £c5 68.cbe2=.

66...2f4! 67.%2d3

Now 67.¢bc2 loses to 67...2e4+ 68.€2d1 h2. Also, after 67.€2d4 e6! 68.52¢3 2e5, the black king will go to f2, winning.
67..8f1+ 68.cbed

Or 68.2d4 h2 69.Wf3 e5+ 70.¢hc5 £e2 71.Wed g4—+.

68...n20-1



White resigned due to 69.%f3 2a6 70.22d4 e5+ 71.52¢5 g4 72.Wed £f1 and...g3-g2.
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52...8f4+ 53.$f2 h4 54.¥c6 £g3+ 55.52g1 h3 56.Wca+ &4 57.¥g8+ cbf3 58 Wg2+!
Pretty and also effective! 58.%b3+ draws as well.

58...se3

58...hxg2 is stalemate.

59.Wf2+ ched 60.Wc2+ Vo1



QUEEN & PAWNSVSTWO BISHOPS & PAWNS

Thisisavery interesting ending, where the queen usually prevails but things are not so clear-cut or easy, to put it
mildly.
We will start with examplesinvolving ‘same-side’ pawns:
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White usually winsin thiskind of ending by exchanging all the pawns and achieving awon, non- ‘Lolli Position’!

39.2h2 £e6

Another move could be 39...h4. Then White proceeds by exchanging pawns: 40.g4 hxg3+ 41.¢2xg3 £d8 42.h4 £f6
43.Wb5 oh6 44.%h6 £.e6 45.%c5 g7 46.h5 gxh5 47.%xh5. Then he will go f5 and his king will walk to e8. Black will
face problems to retain his bishop on the a2-e6 diagonal. But probably this was Black’s best practical chance.

40.93 £f5 41.Wd1 £e6 42.g4 hxgd 43.hxg4 g5 44.8293

44.f5 is Polugavsky,L-Geller, E, Skopje 1968.

44...%h6 45.¥h1+ chg7 46.¥h5 gxf4+

Black has no time to place his bishops on the diagonals a1-h8 and b1-h7: 46...2a82 47.fxg5 £e5+ 48.%f3 £b1 49.96+—.
47.soxf4 867 48.95 £d6+ 49.sked bf8

49...2a3 loses to 50.%h6+ g8 51.96! £b2 52.gxf7+ &xf7 (52...<bxf7 53.Wh5+ g7 54.We8+-) 53.W g5+ £g7
54.%f5+—,



50.%h7 sbe8 51.¢2d4 s2d8 52.#g8+ d7 53.96!

According to the tablebases this move is a mistake, asit is adding 20 more moves to mate. But from the human point of
view it isjustified.
53...fxg6 54.%xg6 e7

White has of course achieved awinning position, but here he decided to make adraw! A common mistake from low-
rated players (when facing much stronger opponents) with little knowledge of theoretical endings...

55.Wxe6+? dhxeb Vo4

2
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We have nearly the same position asin the previous game.

31.Wf4 £c332.h3!

Preparing the pawns' advance.

32...58g7 33.94 hxg4 34.hxgs £f6 35.Wed g5 36.62g2 £e7 37.52h3 £f6 38.Wb4?

The text move allows Black to create afortress, so White had to go for



A N w o N o

38.f41 gxf4 39.Wxf4 ¢g6 (Black must not allow easily the g5-g6 advance - see previous example) 40.%7b8! (40.%ed+

g7 41.5293? £05 42.Wd4+ £6=) 40...205 (40...22g7 41.Wh5 g6 42.Wh5+ g7 43.82g3+-) 41.W g8+ h6 42.Wh8+
g6 43.Wh5+ ©f6 44.66g3 £d5 45.Wh7 266 46.Wh8+ g6 47.Wh5+ &f6 48.Wh7 £e3 49.%h8+ g6 50.Wh5+ &f6

51.f3 £05 52.22e4 £b3 53.Wh3 a2 54.Wh2 £c4 55.Wh7 £e6 56.Wh8+ che7 57.Wq7 26 58.W g8 £d7 59.95+—.

38...24d8?

......

a b cde f gh

After 38...2e5 and... £f4, Black would have built afortress.

39.¢kg3?
39.f4! is obligatory.

39...416?

Again Black could go for 39...2c7+! 40.¢bf3 &f4=.

40.¥c5 ga2 41.f4
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41..£b117?

After 41...gxf4+ 42.cbxf4 kg8 (Black has no time for 42...2b1 43.95 £b2 44.%b4 &c1+ 45.5204 £96 46.Wc3++-) 43.95
897 44.¥c8+ 218 45.Wb8 £.c4 46.Wd8 a2 47.96! fxg6 48.52g5 the end is near, so Black decided to let White push his
pawn on 5.

42.f5!

After 42.fxg5? al 43.5f4 £96 44.Wab £b2 45.%d2 £al Black seemsto have created akind of fortress, as the white
king cannot pass to the opponents camp; the al-h8 and b1-h7 diagonals are fully controlled, blocking his passage via
the queenside, and on the kingside he is restricted by his own pawns!

42..8e4 43.%f2 &h1 44.5e3 &7 45.¥c7 £92 46.%d6 £b7 47.¢2d3
White starts his king journey to the 8th rank. He must only take care of hisweak g4-pawn.

47...13 48.¥g3 £d5 49.We3 shg8
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50.¢kd2!

A smart manoeuvre! Asthe light-squared bishop is placed excellently, controlling the squares ¢4 and 3, it hasto be

driven away!

50...¢g7 51.skc2 g8 52.¥d3! £.c6

52...2a2 loses to 53.Wa6+—.

53.%d6 Led+ 54.5kb3 g7 55.¢c4 £f3 56.Wg3 £h1 57.%h3 £e4 58.We3 £c6 59.82¢5 £d7 60.¢2d6 £b5
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61.%h3!
Targeting f7!
61..8€2

61...2e8 losesto 62.Wc4! &h7 (62...5298 63.%c8 hf8 64.cbd5! 267 65.82e5 £a3 66.f6+-) 63.Wed &b5 64.%2¢5 £d7
65.%h7 £e8 66.Wa8 2e7+ 67.¢bd5 £d7 68.Wh7+-—.

62.%b4 &3 63.¥c4 @gS 64.¢bd7 &f8 65.8c5+ 31298 66.¢e8 ig? 67.f6
67.%c4 isalso curtains.
67...2h6 68.%c4 1-0

With pawns on both sides things are easier for the * queen’ side, asthe ‘bishops' side hasto protect all of its pawn(s) and
thisisjust an extra headache!
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The extra pawns on the queenside is of course an advantage for the stronger side.

31.¥h5!
White blocks the advance of the black a-pawn, and allows his own c-pawn to advance.
31...2e7 32.ske2

Good enough but 32.¢5 £e6 33.f5 gxf5 34.gxf5 £c8 (34...2xf5 35.c6 £e6 36.¢7) 35.Wh8 &xc5+ 36.2f3+— or 32.We5+
£f6 33.%c5 and Wb4 was good as well.



32...f5 33.95 &f8 34.c5 £f7 35.Wh8+

35.Wxa4 £xc5 36.Wa5 2e7 37.We5 298 38.¢2f3 and h4-h5 would win as well.
35...82g7 36.¥e5+ &f8 37.%h8+ £98 38.¢6 a3

38...2d8 39.%e5 a3 40.%h8+—.

39.c7 a2 40.c8=W+ ¢f7 41.¥hxg8# 1-0
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In view of the protected position of the bishops and pawns, White can only win if he can succeed in traversing the open
route g1-f1-el-d2-e3-d4/f4, and can then produce a mating attack with the king and queen alone, based on the offside

position of the bishop on f3.
38.%d5+ b6 39.Wico+ ef7 40.Md5+ &f6 41.Wd4+ f7 42.n3 h5 43.We5 g6 44.5ef1 £f8
44.. 216 45.Wd5+ ¢bf8 46.Wd6++—.

45.5hel g2 46.8d5+

46.94 looks good as well: 46...2xh3 (46...23 47.Wd5+ g7 48.Wd7+ ¢bg8 49.We8 kg7 50.95+-) 47.Wf4+ g7
48.gxh5 &5 49.Wg5 &h7 50.%f6 £97 51.hxg6+ £xg6 52.%e7+—.

46...516 47.¥d8+ &f7 48.Wd7+ bf6 49.%c8 &bf7
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50.¢e2
Because of the necessity of defending b4, the king cannot be denied entrance to e3.
50...2f3+ 51.¢ke3 £h6+ 52.%d4 g7+ 53.82¢5 £c3

A more stubborn defence was 53...2f8+, although Black will not escape: 54.6bb6 £€7 55.¢¢7 £92 56.Wd7 &f6 57.g4
hxg4 58.hxg4 £f3 59.95+ 7 60.%d5+ &f8 61.We6! &xg5 (61...£h5 62.%xed £xg5 63.Wxb4++-) 62.Wxg6 £e7
(62...2f4+ 63.c2d7+-) 63.82d7+—.

54.52d6 g7 55.%67 £d4
55...2d1 56.1f8+ h7 57.9f 7+ ©h8 58.Wd5+-.
56.8f8+ 1-0

Black resigned, as mate is near: 56...56h7 57.f7 g5 58.%g8+ &h6 59.%Wq6#.
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White will not allow the black b-pawn to be pushed further and at the same time he will advance his own majority and
hisking.

30.e4 £d3 31.f3 h5 32.2g2 g7 33.65! £c4 34.Wc6 g8 35.f4 £e7 36.%f3 &8 37.%e3 £e7 38.¢2d4 &8 39.¥d7 £a3
40.f5!

The decisive breakthrough, which creates new weaknesses in Black’ s camp.

40...gxf5

40...£f8 41.fxg6 fxg6 42.e6+—.

41.Wxf5 £e6 42.Wg5+ ©f8 43.Wxh5 b4 44.%h8+ e7 45.Wh8 &2+ 46.¢kc5 b3 47.¥d6+ e8 48.22b6 1-0

And since $2c7 islethal, Black resigned.
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An amost identical position to the previous example.

48.e6!7?

48.Wa6 £c5 49.Wc6 £e7 50.f4 isthe ‘known’ way, but White decided to go for another set-up.
48.e6!? £95

48...fxe6? 49.%c3+ would be a cheap trick.

49.exf7 &xf7 50.2g2 £e7 51.%a6! £d3 52.¥c6 £c4 53.f2 £f6 54.¢2e3 he7 55.h3!
Preparing the pawn advance on the kingside.

55...8f1

55...8f7 56.94 hxg4 57.hxg4 £67 58.f4 266 59.#h1+-.

56.94! £xh3 57.gxh5 gxh5 58.#c5+ e6?!

58...¢2d7 59.%xb5+ &d6 60.%xh5+—.

59.%xh5?!

White missed the simple 59.%c8++—.

59...2f1 60.%e8+ Le7 61.f4

Aswe know already, a passed pawn for the ‘queen’ side is heavenly!

61...b4 62.f5+ &d6 63.%f7 £95+ 64.2d4 £d2 65.We6+ &7 66.f6 £c3+ 67.¢2€3

A nice variation occurs after 67.s2¢5 b7 68.f7 297 69.Wb6+ &8 70.Wc6+ b8 71.f8=W+! &xf8+ 72.h6+-.



67...03 68.¥xb3 £xf6 69.%f7+ 1-0

7

Eingorn Veresdav
Fries Nielsen Jens Ove
Hamburg 2005

35.We5! dhf 772!

A N w b OO N o

77 e
mriwr
€ ol
e aRn
e

R, % AR

ﬁﬁb

\

.....

v e

a b c de f gh

Black had to opt for 35...%f8! 36.#xd5 £e8 37.94, losing |ater!

36.Wxd5+ 266 37.8h5+! hi6
37...52¢8? 38.WeB++—.

38.%xh7

A pawn iswon and the white kingside majority will create a passed one.

38...96 39.#h8+ &f5 40.%c3 £d5 41.a3!

Good outposts for the bishops should be destroyed!

41..8xa3 42.8d4! ged

42...8xb3 43.Wd3+ ©f6 44.Wxb3 &c5 45.g3 isalost cause.

43.¥xb6 204 44.%d4 g5 45.n3 £06 46.52g1 eb 47.We3+! 1-0

47...50f6 48.Wh6+—.

8
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Black’s pawn structure is healthier and protected but the white king will penetrate.
45.82d4 £g2

45...£b4 was amore stubborn try: 46.%f6+ g8 47.Wd8+ &g7
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48.We7+ (48.a3! isanicetrick, but difficult to find over the board: 48...&xa3 49.Wf6+ g8 50.We6+ g7 51.Wb3 &cl
52.%¢c3 £f4 53.5d3++-) 48...52g8 49.¢be5 and so on.

A N w b OO N

46.Wd7+ g8 47.Wes+ g7 48.We7+ g8
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49.We6+ Hf8 50.Wf6+ g8 51.h5! gxh5 52.96 was curtains.

49...8.c3+ 50.2e6 £h3+ 51.¢d6 £92 52.Wed+ &g7 53.82€7 1-0

And as mate follows, Black resigned.
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A good move, preparing the...%e6-a2 penetration.

41.she? Web 42.8c2 Wa2 43.8d2 ¥xa3 44.£c3 a5!

The queen needs a passed pawn to feel secure!

45.bxab b4 46.2d4 b3 47.£b1 ¥xa5+ 48.¢ecl Wa3+ 49.¢d2 g6

And now the black king will come to assist his queen, combining mating attacks with the passed pawn.

50.¢2d1 h7 51.£f6 &h6 52.£d4 h5 53.%d2 dg4 54.¢2d1 &f3 55.¢kd2 {5 56.82d1 ¥a6 57.%d2 ¥a3 58.2€5

58.¢bd1 losesto 58...g5! 59.fxg5 f4 60.exf4 Wde—+.

58...b2 59.2d4 ¥b3 60.£c3 Wd5+ 61.2d4

61.cbc2 chxe3 62.¢hxb2 xfi—,

61...95! 62.fxg5 f4 63.82c3 fxe3 64.£xe3 xe3 65.96 Wb5 66.82c2 Wh4 67.97 Wca+ 68.¢exb2 ¥d4+ 0-1

Of course not everything favours the ‘ queen’ side. Sometimes the two bishops, supported by a passed pawn, can be a

dangerous weapon.

10
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A very interesting position — the bishop-pair and an a-passer vs a queen. If White wants to improve, he has to take the
long diagonal with his bishop.

A N w o N o

29..%h1+

Black is obliged to win the white h-pawn. In this way he will aways have counterplay with his kingside pawns. Luckily,
he can do that with checks.

30.¢d2 ¥rxh2+ 31.¢2c3 Wg2 32.¢hd4
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With the idea of £d5. But maybe 32.£f7!? was better: 32...Wc6+ 33.22b4 h5 (33...h6 34.296 Wh7+ 35.¢¢cd) 34.8xh5
¢h7, but as the white king is too exposed, Black should still be able to draw.



32..%a8
It's quite amusing that even 32...h5 33.2d5 ¥h2+ leads to a draw by perpetual check!
33.cke5 Wes+

33...h5 34.£d5 c6 35.2e4 h4 36.¢2d6 h3 37.2xc6 Wd8+ is till adraw by perpetual check. As said, the white king istoo
exposed.

34.bf4

No improvement was 34.¢2d4 c5+ 35.¢2¢3 Wc6 36.2¢4 h5 37.£xc5 g5=.

34...c6

Possible was 34...g5+ 35.¢6f5 &g7! 36.2d4+ ©h6= or 34...Wd8 35.c2e4 Wes+ 36.¢bf4=.
35.82¢c5

White could try 35.£€6!? but after 35...%f8+ 36.cbe5

7 AL, 27
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x .. 0 &1

4 74 ;
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36...c5! 37.2£d7 the balance remains.

A N w b OO N o

35...nh5

35...%a8 is also good for the draw: 36.52e5 h5 37.¢kd6 Wd8+ (37...h4? 38.2a4 Wd8+ 39.¢bxc6 h3 40.22b7 h2 41.£c6+-)
38.¢bxc6 We8+ 39.¢2b6 Wds+=.
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36.£d6

White might have tried 36.d4!, with the idea d5, when Black should be careful: 36...h4 37.2e6 2h7! 38.d5 sbh6! 39.d6
Wxe6 40.a8=1 g5+ 41.¢6f3 g4+ 42.55g2 Wd5+=.

36...%d8

Drawish was 36...%a8 37.2b8 h4 38.¢6g4 g5 39.£e6 Wh7 40.5oxg5 We7+ 41.f5 Wa3 42.¢hg5= but the clearest draw
was with 36...g5+! 37.sxg5 (37.¢2f3 Wa8 38.2b8 thg7 39.d4 ¥h7 looks much better, if not winning, for Black)
37...We3+ 38.82g6 (38.2xh5 Wxa7) 38...Wgl+ 39.%2h6 W7+ 40.82xh5 Wxa7 41.2e5+ £h7 42.d4.

37.£b8 ¥d4+

A forced draw was 37...%a5 38.d4 h4 39.d5 h3 (39...cxd5 40.¢2e5 h3 41.2xd5 Wel+ [41...h2? 42.a8=W+-] 42.¢d6
Wha+=) 40.dxc6 h2 41.c7 Wha+! 42.¢bg3 Wc3+ 43.coxh2 Wd2+=,

38.f5
Of course not 38.¢kg5? Wgd#.
38...%xd3+ 39.¢2e6 Wab6 40.52d7

Not really changing anything, but 40.¢2d6! g5 41.¢k¢c7 (41.£c4 Wad 42.£266 g4 43.2d7 g3 44.8xc6 Wi4+=) 41..h4
42.8c4 Wab+ 43.%2b7 W¥b4+= was more precise.

40...g5

40..Wb7+ 41.%d6 g5 42.202 cog7 43.2e4 6 44.8xc6 We7+= or 40...h4 41.2e6 (41.22c7? h3 42.2c4 Wixar+ 43.2xa7
h2—+) 41...Wh7+ 42.52d6 Wa6 43.2d7 Wxa2 44.£2xc6 Wad+=.

41.sbc7 g4
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42.8c4

White could try 42.£€6 g3 but now not 43.£c8? (43.2c4 Wa3 44.5bb7 Wh4+ 45.52¢7=) 43...Wxa2 44.52b7 Wh3+ 45.¢bc7
g2 46.a8=% g1=W—+

42..Wa4
42.. Wab+ 43.50b7 Wba+ 44.¢c7= or 42...Wixca 43.a8=W g3 44.Wxc6 Wxa2=.
43.8b3 Wab 44.2c4 Wad 1o-o

| consider the next game a diamond within our theme, which also proves the strength of Dr. John Nunn, atop-player in
the * 90s.

11

Piket Jer oen

Nunn John

Wijk aan Zee 1990



Dy, 2
K 7

1 é\ -

ﬁ
iaia n

.....

..........

A N w o N o

abcdefgh

30...¥xg2!
A spectacular queen sacrifice. Nothing is ‘ offered’ by 30...%b3 31.Wc3 ¥xc3+ 32.bxc3 Hxc4 33.£f1 Hd6 34.f3wo.
30..¥xg2! 31.8g1 f3

The g2-pawn that will arise soon is surprisingly strong and White's a7-knight is far away from the battlefield. Of course,
in general, the above aspects should not be sufficient to justify the queen sacrifice for two minor pieces, but in this case
the absence of active counterplay for White is of the essence.

32.b5?!

Whiteis at an important crossroads and | do not really like his last move. He could opt for:
a) 32.)c6 £g4 (32...20xed? 33.8xg2+ fxg2
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343! [34.Wg1? £h3x] 34...2xNh4 35.Wgl £95+ 36.52¢2 £)g3 37.Wxg2 £f4 38.0)d8+— 32...8h31? 33.8xg2+ fxg2
34.52d2 Hixca+ 35.55¢3 H1d6 36.F3 £xhd 37.Wgl £g5=) 33.8xg2 fxg2 34.F4 (34.f3? £xhd 35.Wgl £xf3—+ 34.Wgll?
£f3 35.52d2 Hixca+ 36.55d3 £)d6 37.he3 &xed 38.F3 2xd5 39.Wxg2+ ©f7w0) 34...4xh4 35.Wg1 £f3 36.5)xe5 &xed

37.cbd2 &5,
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b) 32.8xg2+1? fxg2 33.55c2 Hixca 34.¥gl £h3 35.52d3 Hd6=.

These variations are instrumental for the evaluation of the sacrifice and, asfar asthere is no direct way for White to

prove an advantage, the general impression must be positive.

A N w b OO N

32..xb5

.. %
i, KaT, T4
A A s
y@,«»’ff fi% %

/ﬁ/ﬁ/ f

.....

eeeee

Black had some serious aternatives at his disposal:




a) 32...5xed? 33.8xg2+ fxg2 34.f3! (34.0xc7? £xh4 35.Wgl £h3 36.d6 Hg5! [36...&xF2 37.d7 £xgl 38.d8=W+ thg77]
37.d7 Hf3—+) 34...5,d6 35.¥g3+ 2h8 36.5)xd6 cxd6 37.Wxg2 £xha 38.b4+.

b) 32...294 33.2xg2 fxg2 34.5xd6 (34.9¢c3 £xh4 35.¢¢c2 £f3 36.¢d3 &g5! 37.W gl h5F) 34...cxd6 35.% gl £h3 which
could transpose to positions similar to the game.

33.8xg2+ fxg2
8\ 7, 7, %
Vo Ee 1
6 ///x’f /%/ ///gf{" %
s\ A% 2R
S\ TR R H
NA T .
2 %ﬁf % w1
WV ® W
a b C d e f g h
34.cxb5?

The last mistake. White had to go for 34.%g1! £h3 (34...0d4 35.%xg2+ &f7 36.h5! He2+ 37.¢bd2 Hf4 38.Wf3 h6=+)
35.cxb5, which highlights an important difference to the game' s continuation: Black’s h3-bishop is badly placed,
blocking the advance of his h-pawn.

After 35...&2xh4 36.a4! (36.52c2? ad! 37.¢kc3 bf7 38.¢kc2 che7 39.¢k¢3 ¢hd7 40.82¢2 2c8 41.¢0¢3 b7 42.%¢2 h
43.%2¢3 £05 44.55¢4 hd 45.52¢3 [45.f3 £h6 46.52¢3 c4—+] 45...c4 46.5xcd £e7 47.55¢3 £¢5 48.%¢2 £d4 49.¢2¢1 &8
50.%2¢2 2d8 51.¢kcl he7 52.¢b¢2 &f7 53.8cl f6 54.2c2 g5 55.%h2 &xf2 56.Wxe5+ chga 57.Wf5+ g3 58.We5+
bf3 59.Wf6+ che2 60.Wc3 £e3! [60...g1=W? 61.Wd3+ el 62.Wd1#] 61.Wd3+ &f2—+) 36...2095+ 37.c2 £f4 38.¢bd3
h5 39.b3! h4 40.2¢3 (White has to be careful ; any pawn-advance can be lethal. For example the opening of the g1-a7
diagonal with 40.f3? loses by moving the king to the queenside in order to avoid an eventual perpetual check and then
place the dark-squared bishop on ¢5- or on d4-square; 40...2f7 41.c2e2 7 42.52d3 od7 43.52e2 2c8 44.¢2d3 b8
45.2e2 b7 46.5d3 295! [zugzwang] 47.52¢3 [47.skc4 £d2 48.82d3 £b4 49.¢2¢4 £a3 50.Wh2 &2b2—+ or 47.Wh2 &cl
48.W g1 £b2—+] 47...2h6! [47...c4 48.d6!] 48.52d3 c4+—+ - see aso the notes to White's 36th move) 40...¢0f7 41.¢2d3
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White has obtained the optimal defence (and the ideal pawn-structure) and he can just wait around, as Black has no way
to improve his position. The black bishop-pair and the passed g2-pawn are ample compensation for the white queen,
but no more.

A N w o N o
\

34...82xb5 35.¥gl &f1

Now that Black supports his g2-pawn from the f1-square instead of h3, there is no defence to the advance of the black h-
pawn (after the capture of the white h4-pawn). The bishop-pair dominates the white queen!

36.%h2

A last try, as after 36.h5 £g5+ 37.22d1 £f4 White can never move his queen (f3 and ¥f2 allows...£h2), so Black can
simply take the h-pawn with his king and then play...h5-h4-h3-h2.

36...8xh4 37.¥xh4 g1=%

Asthereis no perpetual check, Black wins.

38.Wd8+ g7 39.Wxc7+ h6 40.¥ixb6+ &h5 41.b4

Or 41.¥1xc5 &£e2+ 42.82c2 Wd1+ 43.cc3 Wd3#.

41...8d3+ 42.sed2 Wrxf2+

Not bad either is 42...Wf1! 43.Wxc5 We2+ 44.2cl Wel+ 45.60b2 Whil+ 46.¢c3 Wc2#4.
43.$bxd3 c4+ 0-1

And White resigned - his queen was of no real help... The bishop-pair dominated throughout the entire ending,
producing an excellent example of piece power!

There was a time when the computers were not so powerful and made blunders that today are unthinkable:

UliCoOSLuUuUNiiiu
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Passed pawns are important and here White looks like he is on top.

38.d6+ b8 39.d7 Wel+ 40.s2xh3 We6+?

A losing blunder by an old computer version! 40...%f1+ 41.cbg4 Wgl+! is aperpetual check draw!
41.804 We3+ 42.¢kg2!

Of course not 42.¢eh4? Wif2+ 43.h3 Wf1+=,

42..¥d2+ 43.¢bf3 Wd3+ 44.f4 Wd2+ 45.cbed W4+

45.. Wg2+ 46.%e5! +—.,

46.52d5 Wh7+ 47.62d6 Wc7+ 48.5ke7 b7 49.¢ke8 Wc6 50.¢bxf7 Mg2 51.8e6 ¥Wxh2 52.d8=% Wc7+ 53.¥xc7+ dxc7
54.8c4 &d6 1-0

Blockading is a good method of defence for the two bishops. Of course, help from the opponent is welcomed but not
guaranteed.
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White has achieved good blockade squares and Black has hardly any winning plan.

35...€2e8 36.h4! Wicl 37.8d4 &d7 38.£e3 Wal 39.c5!

Not necessary, but good enough, as now White will have a permanent target on a7.

39...bxc5 40.2xc5 eb 41.5og2 bd5 42.8e3 Wa3 43.2e2 Wal 44.£f3+ &d6 45.8b7 e Yos

It looks quite difficult for Black to enlist his pawns on the kingside (assisted by the king) and create something

dangerous.
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47...s2g6 48.56f2
48.h4 gxh4 49.gxh4 Wg7!—+.
48...g4?!

The text move gives White a good outpost on f4. Black should have opted for 48...Wg7 49.2e2 Wd4+ 50.2e3 We5
and...f4 or...h4 would be lethal.

49.hxg4 hxgd?

But thisis a clear blunder, as now Black cannot create a passed pawn. He should have played 49...fxg4 50.2e4+ f7
51.£f4 Wha! 52.¢2e3 Wc3+ 53.2d3 h4! 54.gxh4 Wicl+ 55.¢2e4 Wel+ 56.50f5 Wxh4, winning.

50.2e2 Wh8 51.4f4
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Now all White's pawns are well-protected, while the black ones on d6 and f5 are targets. White has been handed a

B '3 Py
o R ,
T
dream scenario...

51...%b6+ 52.£e3 Wh4 53.214 &7 54.2e3 Wbl 55.2f4 he7 56.205+ ©d7 57.£f4 Wh1 58.¢ke3 Wel 59.¢d3 Wb1+
60.¢2e3 ¥h2 61.£d3 2Vs

And we will conclude with another fierce battle, one which contains alot of interesting variations, mistakes, tension and
will to play for the win:
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White has the bishop-pair and a strong passed d-pawn as compensation for the sacrificed queen. So, still some accuracy
is needed by Black...

31...82fd8 32.2el Ebc8!

A good move, activating the rook. Now the black queen and rook will co-operate to deliver lethal blows to the white
king.

33.8e4

Blocking the c-file with 33.2c5 doesn't help: 33...8xc5! 34.8xc5 &xd6 and White has won material, but he no longer
has any compensation!! Chessis a strange game - you win material but you lose the game...

33...Bcl+ 34.¢kh2 ¥g6 35.d7
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35...%h6+!
Best and winning!

36.82g3

But White is stubborn and plays hislast card. 36.£h3? &h1+ 37.sbxh1 ¥xh3+ 38.¢bgl £xd7 was curtains,

36...8g1?

A very bad move that throws away the win. Black could cash the point in with 36...f5! 37.2e8+ ¢bh7 38.2xd8 g5+
390.f3 Wga+, with aforced mate: 40.50e3 Eel+ 41.¢2d3 We2+ 42.¢bd4 Ed1+ 43.2¢3 Hcl+ 44.50b4 Wea+ 45,885 b+
46.59xb6 Wc7+ 47.shxab 26+ 48.52b5 2b6+ 49.chad Wee+ 50.¢ab Bab+ 51.60b4 Bad+ 52.50b3 Wc4#. Obviously

Whitedidn't ‘see’ it...
37.82e8+ ¢hh7 38.8xd8
Now it'sadraw!

38...Wg6+ 39.%ef4 Wif6+ 40.¢2e3?

White should have accepted the draw by perpetual, but he decided to give it atry. Well, this was a blindfold game by

theway...
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And Black returns the favour. He could win with 40...2el+ 41.¢2d3 Ed1+ 42.cbe4 Wha+ 43.c2e3 Exd5 44.2e4+ g6

45.8xd5 Wxd8 and the mighty d7-pawn falls.

40...¥xd8?
41.864+ g6 4253

0O M~ W W < O o v

abcdefgh

A nice move. 42.2e7 failsto 42...Wixe7 43.d8=W Hel+. But now White threatens 43.2€7.

The correct defence is difficult and Black failed to find it. A draw could have been obtained with-42...f5 43.2e7 ¥h6+

42..895?



44,85 (44.f42 WcT+ 45.2d6 Wel+ 46.5e5 Wes+ 47.2e6 fxed 48.216 Wxd6+ 49.6bxd6 2d1+ 50.¢k¢7 exf3 51.2h4
g5 52.£93 b5 53.b4 g6 54.£d6 Exd6 55.¢xd6 f2 56.d8=1 f1=1 and only Black has chances) 44...%¥d8.

43.867 ¥bo+?

Thisloses without afight. Black had to opt for 43...52xd5 44.2xd8 &xd7 45.£f6 and suffer...

44.8d4 ¥ab
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45.8xg5?

Both 45.52f2! or 45.d8=% Wel+ 46.¢bd3 Wif1+ 47.55c3 Wel+ 48.¢bb3 Eb5+ 49.%2¢2 were instantly winning. Now White
hasto try hard...

45.. Wixg5+ 46.2f2 Wd8 47.2xb7

White needs to create another passed pawn and it will be over.

47...a5 48.a3 kg7

The problem with Black’s position is that there is no counterplay around, so in the long run heisjust plain lost.

49.b4 axb4 50.axb4 f5 51.b5 f4 52.8e4 g5 53.cke2 &f6 54.8d5 heb 55.06 g4 56.fxg4 &f6 57.b7 1-0



CHAPTER 5.
QUEEN VSKNIGHT & PAWNS

A lone knight cannot defend against a mighty queen. Usually the mate takes approximately 10-15 moves and it is quite
simple.

Although the procedure looks relatively easy, it should be kept in mind that at this late stage of the game there is not
enough time to think, so good knowledge is needed to cash in the points and that’ s why the ending must be studied.

Let’s examine the mating technigue on the edge of the board:
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69.5)f5 e+ 70.50f4 W6 71.cbg4

71.c2e4 (centralisation) defends for a bit longer, but ultimately in vain of course.

71...5d5 72.5)g3 she5 73.52h3 ¥ig5

Asusual, restriction of the opposing king on the edge of the board is the secret to mate!

74.2e2?!

Blundering the knight is usual aswell - anyway the mate is a maximum of 6 moves away with best defence.

74..¥h5+ 75.¢g3 ¥xe2 0-1
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72.%e7 Hed 73.50f5 Hd6+ 74.8f4

The knight isrestricted slowly but surely, pushing the king onto the edge of the board.
74..9c4 75.¥d8+ Hd6 76.¥d7! &c5 77.ske5 Hca+ 78.5heb He3?!

Blundering the knight. ‘Best’ was 78...&2b4, with matein 12.

79.%d3?!

Forgetting about 79.%a7+.

79...4c4 80.Wic3 b5 81.¢2d5 Hb6+ 82.¢2d4 Hd7 83.%c8 Nb6 84.%c7 Had 85.%h8+ Hb6 86.8b7 thab 87.¢c5
Had+ 88.¢hc6 Hc3 89.#b3! 1-0

Adding one pawn doesn’t really help the knight; the position remains an easy case for the queen.

Of course some exceptions do exist and they are connected with how far advanced the pawn is— the queening threat is
always strong!

3

Kasparov Garry
Kramnik Vladimir
Paris 1994
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72.%f8

72.%g8 - restriction - is much quicker.

72...s0g4 73.8g7+ &f4 74.52d5 ©e3 75.Wg3 4 76.8h3 ©e2 77.¥g4 she3 78.#g6 Hha

78...50d2 79.Wh6 ©f3 80.Wif6 Hel 81.We5+.

79.%ed+ &f2 80.Wixfa+ e 81.Wixh4 dd3 82.W g3+ te2 83.cked hd2 84.62d4 &e2 85.W g2+ &d1 86.¢d3 1-0

Of course Kramnik was playing on Kasparov’ s time-trouble, as this was a rapid game - no offence of course!

4

Anand Viswanathan

Wang Yue
Nice 2009
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White must use his king to stop the pawn.

55.¢kf5 €3 56.%f4 He2+ 57.¢0f3 Hd4+ 58.¢g2 Hc2 59.¢f1
The white king returnsin time.

59...9)d4 60.%e8 Hc2 61. g6+ 1-0

And Black resigned: 61...52d2 62.%d6+ b3 63.Wc5+ d2 64.Wd5+ &c3 65.2e2+—.

5

Gajewski Grzegorz
Hjartarson Johann
Reykjavik 2014
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The pawn isfairly well-advanced, but the white king is even better placed!

56.¢kd2 &d5 57.Wf4 dca 58.Wed dc5 59.¢d3 1-0

And as the pawn falls, thereis nothing left to play for...

6

Ulko Jaroslav
GomesMary Ann
M oscow 2016
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Here the pawn is well-advanced, the black forces well-placed and the white king distant, so the draw is not a surprising
result.
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69.%a8 b3

69...c2c4? loses to
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70.%a3!, but 69...5a4 was good as well: 70.Wb7+ k3 71.Wa6 hb2 72.Wb5+ kel 73.Wxad chbl=.
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70.¢ef4 b2 71. Wb 7+ 2 72.Wa6 b2 73.#h6+ 2 74.Wab &b2 75.#h4+ 2 76.%a3 bl 77.#b3+ tecl

77...52a1? 78.be3!+—, as Black cannot be in stalemate - he has a knight!



78.¥xc3+ b1 79.Wel+ shb2 80.¥d2+ shbl 1414

The mighty queen wins against two pawns as well. Some exceptions occur when the pawns are connected and far-
advanced. And of course when the ‘queen’ side has no clue of what to do!
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Asthe pawns are far-advanced and ready to queen, Black must keep the perpetual check.
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77.. %93+ 78.52f5 Wd3+ 79.¢2e5 Wc3+ 80.¢he6 W3+ 81.8d7 Wad+ Ya-ls
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Mitev Stoyan

Pula 1972



.77 7

......

53

......

o U W
h

a b cde f g

White seems to have a good version, but still Black can prevail.
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82...f5 83.62b4 f6 84.c4 Wel+ 85.¢kb5 Wh1+ 86.¢2c6 Wa2 87.¢kd5 te7 88.0d3 ¥h3 89.He5 Wh7+ 90.¢2¢5 heb
91.9c6 ¥Wb3

Black is ‘playing around’” without a concrete plan. Good was 91...82d7 92.2)e5+ &¢7 93.9d3 (93.d5? Whe#) 93...%a8
94.5b4 Wa1 95.5\¢5 Wh2+ 96.9b3 2d6 and soon White will be forced to push one of his pawns, affording an entry
point to the black king.

92.d5+ sd7 93.He5+ shc7 94.d6+
Suddenly the d-pawn becomes dangerous, while the win has ‘increased’ by approximately 10 moves!

94...b7 95.2d5 c8 96.¢be6 Wh3+ 97.¢2e7 Wh7+ 98.cbe6 Wg8+ 99.¢2e7 Wd8+ 100.¢ke6 ¥h6 101.¢2d5 We3 102.c5!
Wb3+ 103.¢ed4 ¥h2+ 104.¢2d5 ¥a2+ 105.¢ed4 Wd2+ 106.¢hed 1414

Black couldn’t find the win and proposed adraw: 106...%d1! (zugzwang) 107.d7+ (107.cte3 ¥d5 108.d7+ d8
109.2f4 Wxc5—+) 107...£2d8 108.c6 she7 109.¢2f5 We2+ 110.82f4 Whi! 111.¢he3 Whe+ 112.¢2f4 ¢he6 and the pawns
fall.

But the win in genera is not that difficult; zugzwang and the *queen’ side’' s king involvement are the usual techniques:

9

Koblencs Aleksandrs
Kampenuss Peteris
Riga 1962
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94.Wd6+ &f7 95.¢6b5 N5 96.We5 g8 97.¢kc5 h7 98.¢d5 ©h6 99.%f6
The f6-square belongs to the white king: 99.¥f4+! g7 100.c2e6 h4 101.We5+ h7 102.f6 h3 103.#h2+—,

99...He3+ 100.cke6 Ng4 101.We7 He3 102.5f7 Hf5 103.Wf6 Hd6+ 104.#xd6 1-0

10
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81.¢bf3 d5 82.Wic7 c4 83.We5+

The pawns are blocked and the black king is far away as well.
83...¢bg6 84.5ef4 Hh5+ 85.¢kga Hf6+ 86.%h4! c3

After 86...%2f7 87.¢2g5 Black loses his pawns as well.

87.¥ixc3 &f5 88.Wd4 de6 89.62g5 Hd7 90.¢2f4 hd6 91.f5 Hc5 92.Wf6+ b7 93.We7+ 6 94.We8+ hd6 95.Wd8+
A7 96.8f4 dac 97.¢ke3 d6 98.d4 shco 99.W a8+ dec7 100.%xd5 1-0
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85.%2d5 shg3 86.#c3 g4
86...g4 87.2e4 and the pawns fall.
87.s2e4 Nh4 88.¥c8+ g3 89.Wg8

Accurate was 89.¥cl! ¢g4 90.%gl+ £h5 91.Wd1+ f3 (91...2h6 92.%2e5+-) 92.W gl g4 93.2e5! Hg2 94.Wf2 chg6
95.%d2 &h5 96.%f5 bha 97.Wf2+ &h3 98.¢2g5+-.

89...2g4

89...g4 90.%h8 H g2 91.W/d6 hf2 92.¢bf5 hg3 93.Wa3+ f3 94.Wd6+ ©h3 95.%d4 g3
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96.Wg1! H\hd+ (96...12 97.9h1#) 97.52g5 g2 98.8f2 £)g6 99.5hxg6 h2 100.8g5 sohl 101 Wixf3+—.

90.Wc4 g3 91.Wg8 thgs 92.¢2d3 HF3 93.cke2 g3 94.Wh3 g4 95.Wc3 g2 96.Wic6 g3 97.¥d6 Hh4 98.¢f1 Hf3
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99.%d3 &h2 100.¥c2+ &h3 101.¢f2 Hh4 102.%c8 Hf3 103.%f8 1-0

Although the chances are somewhat increased, the knight is still weak with even three pawns. The ‘queen’ side’s
strategy isto win firstly the weakest pawn (if any of course) and then concentrate on the others.

The problem with the knight in contrast to the bishop is that it cannot have mutual protection with a pawn.

12

Sutovsky Emil
Barsov Alexel
York 1999
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It doesn’t look so easy, but White can win this.

58.%h5+! &f4 59.%d1

Accurate was 59.#h8! &e3 60.%g7 and one of the pawns falls.
59...02+

59...82g5 60.¢6g2 &f4 61.%h1! and the g-pawn falls.

60.sbxg2 she3 61.82g3 He5 62.Wcl+ shd3 63.Wa3+! the2
63...cbc4 64.f4 Hd3+ 65.5xed+—.

64.5f4 &4 65.%b4 1-0

13

Ponomariov Ruslan
Harikrishna Pentala
Huaian 2016
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The black king is nearby while the knight can be in danger; Black can prevail.
49.. ¥b1+! 50.cad

Or 50.%2¢c3 Wel+ 51.¢bcd W1+ 52.¢bc3 Wf7—+, asthe knight islost.

50...%g6

The knight islost now and the black king is close enough to the pawns.
If 51.d7 ¥c6 wins the pawn and the knight is still trapped.

51.¢kb5 ¥ixg7 52.2¢6 she6 53.b5 Wd7+ 54.2b6 ed5 55.c6 ¥xd6 56.%2b7 tecb 57.c7 Wb+ 0-1

14

Dydyshko Viacheslav
Pinkas K arol

Frydek Mistek 1995
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54.¢ke5 h4

Black cannot stay put and wait: 54...5c5 55.%a3 &4 56.We7+ oh6 57.%f4 H\f2 58.Wa3 Hed 59.Wf8+ ¢bh7 60.Wf7+
h6 61.Wg8+—.

55.%h3

More precise was 55.%e3! ©h7 56.%h3. As you may have noticed, this kind of ending iswon with non-check or non-
threat moves!

55...5g5 56.8%h1

56.Wxh4? Df3+—+.

56...h3 57.¢f4 ©h6 58.%a8
58.Well H)f7 59.Wg3+—.

58...h2 59.%ig2 He6+ 60.82e5 Ng7 61.f6 Hh5+ 62.5f7 1-0

15
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Hagesaether Paal Vegard
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53.¢kd3 c5 54.%f8+ Hd6 55.%f2+
More accurate seems to be 55.%h8 e4+ (55...¢ed5 56.%a8++-) 56.52¢3 b4+ 57.¢5b3+-.
55...82¢6 56.%a7 a4 57.¢2¢c3 Hca

The alternative 57...€2d5 is of no help either: 58.%b6 Hed+ 59.22b4 7 d6 60.Wc5+ eb 61.Wc6 e7 62.Wab e4
63.¢c5+—.

58 #as8+ 5 59.%c8+ ¢hd5 60.¢2b4 Hd6 61.% a8+
Or 61.%c5+ ¢heb 62. W co+—.
61..eb6

Or 61...52d4 62.%d8 &d5 63.#g8+ ed 64.Wg6+ 2d5 65.Wd3+ c6 66.Wd1! (the usual ‘quite’ move!) 66...e4
67.Wd4+—.

62.¢kc5 1-0

16

Renet Olivier
Tiviakov Sergel
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49.%d5!
First centralisation - then domination!
49...f6 50.%g8 Hf5

More stubborn was 50...g5 51.¢6f3 d7 52.¢2g4 €7 53.%h3 e4 (53...82d7 54.¢bh5+-) 54.Wg8 &d7 55.Wb8 te7
56.Wc7+ he6 57.Wh7 d5 58.We7+—.

51.¢f31-0
Black resigned, as he is short of moves: 51...2d6 52.Wf7 N\ d4+ 53.52€3 f5 54.Wxg6++—

17

Jakesevic Branko
Krizancic Josip
Zagreb 2008
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Here we have agood version for the ‘knight’ side; the pawns are reasonably advanced and the white pieces co-ordinate
nicely.

50...¢kg5 51.sd7?

A critical mistake. Pawns should be pushed when they can reach the 7th rank: 51.e5! Wa8+ 52.¢bd7 Wxd5 53.c6 Wd1
54.¢7 (54.66 Wig4 55.c7 Wad+ 56.¢0d8 Wab=) 54...Wad+ 55.2d8 Wa5 56.d7=.

51..Wa7+! 52.¢c6 f4

Now Whiteisin trouble.

53.2b7 ¥h8?!

53...Wab+ 54.62¢7 hxed 55.d6 bd5 and Black matesin 12.
54.d6

Or 54.5\d6 Wa7 55.5b5 W7 56.¢6¢4 Wab 57.c6 e5—+.
54.. %e8+?

Black, in turn, blunders. Winning was 54...%c8+! 55.52b6 thxed 56.c6 2d5 57.¢7 beb—+.
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55.d7!
Now White is about to queen, so Black hasto look for perpetual check.

55...Wxed+ 56.%c7 Web5+ 57.¢bb6 b2+ 58.¢hch M6+ 59.%c7 Wes5+ 60.¢kb6 ¥h2+ 61.¢ha7 Wal+ 62.¢kb8 #e5+
63.2d6 ¥xc5

Or 63...#h8+ 64.52c7 Wg7 65.%c8 Wg4=.
64.d8=% b4+ 65.¢2c8 Wc5+ Lo-Ys

With four or more pawns the ‘knight’ side has good drawing chances, although it still remains the *weaker link’.

Of course hedlthy, connected and fairly well-advanced pawn structures and the placement of the kings are important and
decisive factors.

Example 1



aaaaaa

A N w o N o
N
3
N

a b cde f gh

Here Black has at his disposal all of the above positive factors and it seems that he can save himself.

1.¥d4 h3+ 2.86h2 &f7 3. Wa7+ g6 4.Wh8 &f6 5.62g3 &f7 6.Mb7+ &f6 7.Wc8 &f7 8.Md7+ &f6 9.We8 e 12-Ys

And there isn’t much that White can do to improve.

18
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Asthe white king is not yet protecting his pawns, Black can realise a decisive advantage.



56...Wal+

56...%c1+! 57.¢bd3 Wfl+—+.

56...Wal+ 57.¢2d3 Wa3+?

Of course 57...Wf1+—+, but Black hadn’t seen the idea...

58.¢e2 Wa2+ 59.0d2 Wa6+ 60.¢ef2 ¥Wd3 61.Hf1

61.20f3 Wc2+ 62.52g3 e4 and the €3-pawn is gone.

61...¥c2+ 62.2f3 Wd1+ 63.¢0f2 hed 64.0)g3+ od3 65.e4 Wd2+ 66.82f3 Wd1+ 67.¢bf2 Was
Preferable was 67...%/b3 68.¢6f3 2d4+ 69.¢6g4 Wd1+ 70.cg5 Wd2—+.

68.h4

After thisthe pawns fall. Relatively best was 68.¢0f3, although after 68...%c6 69.5f2 d4 70.e5 ed3—+, White will not
last too long.

68...%d1 69.e5 Wg4
The end.

70.5)f1 Bixf4+ 71.82g1 Wxh4 72.g3 Wdd+ 73.52g2 Bixe5 74.0h2 she2 75.94 Wi4 76.52g1 Wg3+ 0-1

19
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The pawns are not so far-advanced, so White ison top in this struggle.



59.%h8 /\f6 60.¢ke3 5 61.¢2d3 g5 62.¢bc4 f4 63.Wh8 e4 64.8 b7+ eb 65.¢hcH
Good was 65.%d4 e3 66.1c8+ &f7 67.che5+—.
65...f3 66.¢kd4 g4 67.%c6+ &f50-1

Here White resigned! She obviously thought that the pawn phalanx was too strong and her playing strength (unrated)
and lack of knowledge didn’t help her to understand that she iswinning! 68.%h5+ e6 69.%g5 f2 70.We5+ (70.Wf4?
g3!=) 70...f7 71.Wf4 keb (71...93 72.¢be5+-) 72.Wxf2+—.

When the ‘queen’ side has an extra pawn (or pawns) the winistrivial, because the stronger side has at his disposal
additional values:

1. The extra pawn (or pawns), if not passed, can stop one-or-more of the opponent’ s pawns, freeing his piecesto deliver
the mate.

2. If passed, then anew queen can be promoted or material can be won.

Keep in mind that such rulesin chess are only really arough guide in order to proceed with ideas; each positionis
unique and should be treated with care and responsibility, paying attention to specific moves and calculation.

QUEEN VSTWO KNIGHTS

In contrary to the queen vs two bishops ending, it isabit surprising that the queen vs two knights ending offers the best
chances for survival.

In fact the ending is generally adraw if the ‘knight’ side’s king isn’t separated from the knights, which should also
occupy reasonable positions next to each other.

Also, keep in mind that positions where the knights just protect each other are usually lost, as the important thing isto
stop the opponent’ s king entrance and his co-operation with the queen for delivering mate.

Example 1
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Thisisabasic drawn position.



1.%a6 g7

1..6f7 or 1...5be7 are OK aswell.

2.5ef3 &f7

2..50h772 3.Wb7+! loses, as the harmony among the knights is disturbed and the white king enters: 3...€6g8 4.ched+—.
3.¥b7+ cheb!

3...%2g8?loses to 4.cke3 &f8 5.¢bd4 g8 6.8c5+—.

4.¥b3+ ee7 5.50e3 Hf8 6.8d4 Heb+ 7.5ve5 Dd7+ 8.2d5 D6+ Yo-Ye

The king should be attached to his knights!

Example 2
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1.¥a5+ &d6! 2.¢d3 Hcs+!

2...50d5? loses, but thisis not trivial: 3.Wa3+ e 4.Wh2+ ¢hf5 5.2+ dheb 6.Wel+ hf5 7.Wa5 e 8.¢hca Hef4
9.%el+ ¢bd6 10.%g3 $e5 11.¢0c5 ched 12.Wh4 ¢hf5 13.50d4 D6 14.Wf2 @94 15.%¢c2 @gS 16.%c5+ @gG 17.%d6
H4h5 18.he5
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and White winsin 34 moves. All these moves are insane to the human eye and cannot really be explained. Good or bad,
we are following an analysis engine line and | do not believe that any human would win it using ultimate best play...

3.scs Heb

After 3...5fd77? the knights get stuck to each other and immobilised: 4.#d2+ he7 5.Wb4 te6 6.520b5 &d5 7.Wd2+ he5
8.%2¢6 hed 9.52d6 2f5 10.We3 thgd 11.¢bd5 f5 12.Wf3+ g5 13.¢d6 ohd 14.Wg2 ©h5 15.Wg7 &h4 16.%g6 ©h3
17.52d5 (17.Wg5? Hed+=) 17...55h4 18.Wf5 ¢bg3 19.2d4 2h4 20.¢2e3 og3 21.Wg5+ 2h3 22.¢:f3 and mate follows.

4.¥b5

Or 4.Wa3+ heb!=.

A N w b OO N

7 7 7 7
7%, 7%, 7%, 7

N\
N
N\
k
NN
N
N\

-

W %

o

w A

= / 7
%

%\\\
N

»

o8 s
2,00 2

sy

%/%/%//

k&
k&
k&
k&

N
\x
Q

&

% 7

abcdefgh

////
%@ﬂm%
oY 7,
/@//,/
/////////
. T T

a b c de f gh




4...she7! 588 &f7 6.¢kb5 g6 7.We5
The only good move, aiming for g6.

.95 £g6 10.52d6

&f7 8.¢kc6 Hf8!
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10...skg7! 11.cke6 Hf8+! 12.¢ke7 N6+
12..5)g8+ isOK aswell.

13.¢keb Yo-Yo

a b c de f gh

In the next game Black obtains the optimal knights' position:
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Bemporad Filippo
Bove Alessandro
Milan 2009
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76.5ke3 Heb! 77.Wh8 te5 78.Wih8+ &f5 79.Mb5+ dg6! 80.%a5 &f7 Yok

2

Kludacz M agdalena
Dwor akowska Joanna
Sopot 1998
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The knights stand badly and Black can win.

64...82d5 65.9ed4 4 66.52d1 Hf2! 67.¢2cl ¢he3 0-1

And mate or material lossis next.
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Black’ s knights are badly placed.
79.%g3 &f6

79...5\h6 loses to 80.We3 £H)g8 81.¢bf5! H\h6+ 82.¢hg5 Nf7+ 83.52g4 M h6+ 84.50h5 Hg8 85.¢hg5 &7 86.Wb3+ thg7
87.Wb5 N6 88.Wh2+ £f7 (88...2h7 89.Wb7++-) 89.Wf6++—.

80.9f2+ g7 81.Wd4+ h7 82.f5 Hh6+ 83.g5 Ng8 84.Wd7+ D667 85.¥d67?!

85.d4 was quick: 85...5)g6 (85...5)c8 86.1d3+ shg7 87.%c3+) 86.%ed £\8e7 87.Web shg7 88.Wf6+ h7 89.Wf7+ hhg
90.8f6+—.

85...5g7 86.Wd4+ f7 87.Wh8 che6 88.W g7 ed7 89.Wf7 ¢bd6 90.sef4
90.%h3 is till awin on 28 moves, while the text move needs 47!
90...d5+ 91.sked Nge7 92.Wf8 heb 93.¢2d4?

93.%h6+! winsin 53 moves, which is probably too long...

93...5f6! 94.%a8 1-0

And Black resigned in adrawn position after 94...2d7 or 94...5)f5+ or 94...5)g6. A strangely-played ending with an
even stranger result!

4
Djokic Nebojsa
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Although the knights seem to be positioned somehow ‘not right’, this position is drawn.

A N w o N o

85.¢2e3 shc4?
Thisloses. 85...4b5! to go...2d6 (the optimal knights' position) was correct.
86.%d3+ sd5 87.%a6?

Another mistake that changes the evaluation. White should go 87.%d2 (or 87.%d1) 87...c2e5 88.%h2+ ¢hd5 89.Wh5+
bd6 90.2ed+—.

87...%e5?

87...0f5+! 88.¢bf4 H\d6=.

88.Wca?

88.Wall+—.

88...2\f5+! 89.2d3 Hcd4?

89...42d6 90.Wb5 Hfer=.

90.Wc5+ ¢hfa 91.Wc7+ &f3 92.We5 chgd 93.ched

Now the black knights stand really badly and White can hardly go wrong.

93...2g5 94.Wf4+ bf6 95.¥ga f7 96.5ee5 te7 97.Wg8 d7 98.#d5+ dc7 99.%c5+ ¢d7 100.sed5 2d8 101.Wa7
dhc8 102.Wf7! 2d8 103.¢kc5 e 104.WeS+ 7 105.d5 b7 106.¥d7+ b6 107.sec4 a6 108.%c7 1-0



And Black resigned: his king has no move and any knight's move loses material.
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87.¢bf2?

Here 87.¢2f4 or 87.%g8 or 87.%g4+ wins, but not the text move!

87..2h1+?

How difficult wasit to find 87...0e4+?=.

88.sg1 Hhg3 ¥o-vs

And draw, as White didn’t know what to do! Of course 89.%g6 £ d4 90.¢f2 H\df5 91.W g8 wins.

6

Mikhalevski Victor
Onischuk Vladimir
Stockholm 2016
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83.¢kga Def2+ 84.f5 the3 85.Wa7+ the? 86.8b6 hd2 87.%d4 the? 88.¢2g5 hf3 89.f5 the? 90.¢keb &f3 91.¢kd5
Dfa+ 92.ca H2d3?
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Until this point Black has played well, preserving the draw. His last move disturbed the drawing zone, however, and
now heislosing. 92...5€2, with the optimal knights' position, was correct.

93.%b3?

Returning the favour! Pinning one of the knights with 93.%c3 or 93.¥f6, wins.

93...f2 94.Wc3+ g4 95.We3 £12h3 96.¢bc4 f5 97.Wc5+ chgd 98. b5 Ng5 99.¢kd4 Hge6+?
99...0fe6+ or 99...492, draws.

100.$265 H\g5
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101.¥d7+! Hgeb 102.¥c8! &f3 103.%c4 hga 104.¥b3 &h4 105.%f3 Hh3
105...82g5 106.#g3+ bh5 107.<bf6+—.

106.$f6 Hhgs 107.#g2 shh5 108.¥g1 oh4 109.¥g2 h5 110.#0b2 2ga

7 V 7 7

/ 2, %/ //@mf //
0,85 7
o, A

B
% 7 7

2O N w0 N o
\\\

111.¥b4+2!

Domination with 111.%e5! oha 112.¢6f5 H\f3 113.Wf6+ Hegs 114.2f4 h5 115.Wc6 Hh4d 116.We8+ bh6 117.Wf8+
®h5 118.%h8++—. Now the win becomes at |east 10 moves longer.



111...f4 112.¥c4 Hge6?!

112...f3! needs 27 more moves.

113.%ed g3 114.We3+ g4 115.¢0e5 bh4 116.50f5 bh5 117.%e5
117.¥g1! kh6 118.%g8!+—.

117...sbh4 118.%¢3 1-0

Black resigned, as he must lose one of hisknights.
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73.ske7 &d5 74.82d7 Hd3 75.¥g2+ skcs 76.50d6 D5+ 77.62c6 Dda+ 78.2b6 Db3?
78...0f4 79.Wed & d5+ was good.

79.%c2+! 1-0

8

Henriquez Villagra Cristobal
Torre Eugenio

Tromso 2014
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The white king stands well and the knights even better - the position is drawn. What is really interesting is that neither
side made any mistakes over the next 50 moves! | consider this game to be amodel one for the defending side and |
think that you should try to remember the way it was played.
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63...Wg1+ 64.sec4 W8 65.62d4 Wga+ 66.52d3 Wh4 67.4)c3 Wf4 68.2d5 Web 69.¢c4 he? 70.)¢c3+ d2 71.0d5
We2+ 72.¢2d4 WeB 73.H)ed+ e 74.5)¢5 f3 75.£2d3 Mb5+ 76.2d4 ga 77.0e3+ &f4 78.0d5+ &f5 79.He3+ &f6
80.2d5+ f7 81.0d3 Wad+ 82.¢be3 Wa7+ 83.ched sheb 84.0e3 Wh7+ 85.¢d4 Wha+ 86.22¢3 Wh8+ 87.shc2 &d6
88.¢bd2 skc6 89.¢2e2 Wh5+ 90.5kf2 b5 91.ckel thad 92.¢f2 hbh3 93.00f4 Wh2+ 94.¢bf3 ¥h1+ 95.2g4 Wed 96.Hf5
Wh1 97.¢bg5 shca 98.shga Wgl+ 99.¢0f3 Wg8 100.shed ske3 101.ske5 d2 102.e6 she2 103.0d6 of3 104.Hd4+
g4 105.0e6 Wa8 106.5kf6 Wd5 107.ske7 Wc6 108.0f7 Wh7+ 109.¢2f6 Wh2+ 110.¢2e7 f5 111.Hd6+ g6
112.5f4+ shg7 113.0e6+ Yoo



QUEEN VSTWO KNIGHTS & PAWNS

When dealing with only one pawn, the ‘queen’ side still has some chances. The defending side should mainly ‘forget’
about the extra pawn and focus on creating the usual drawing line, as per queens vs two knights.

Of course the extra pawn can be used as a good protector of the knight(s) but we should bear in mind that this is not the
most important factor; the knights have to gain their optimal positions, just helped by the pawn. The ‘knights side
shouldn’t feel secure...
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71...2e3 72.2d5+ e2 73.2c3+ shel 74.Hed
The knight reaches a strong outpost on e4, minimising White's problems.

74..%h8 75.2hf2 ¥b8 76.2d3+ e2 77.0df2 ¥b3 78.Hg3+
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78.2g5 We3 79.)fh3 was fine as well.

78...shel 79.5\ged We3 80.0h3 Wd3 81.5f4 Wc2+ 82.¢2g3 f1 83.¢2g4 Wic8+ 84.¢g3 Wg8+ 85.60h3 kel 86.2h4
¢hd1 87.€2h3 sl 88.00e2+ shc2 89.4f4 Vo-Ys
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Gijon 2011
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Black seems to be fine, but his next is bad.

A N w b OO N

61...df5?



The knight on the edge stands badly. Black should simply play 61...2Ahf5!=.
62.%g4+ ©h6 63.%d1?

Theideais correct but the execution iswrong. Of course White wants to place his king on g4, without checking him, but
this needs some very precise and quite difficult to find moves, to create zugzwangs: 63.%e2 g5 64.Wd2+ &h5 65.#¢c2
g5 66.%cl+ h5 67.Wgl g6 68.Wd1+ g5 69.Wcl+ &h5 70.Wgl g5 71.Wd1+ g6 72.Wc2 kh5 73.We2+ ¢hg6
74.%e6+ &5 75.We8+ Hg6 (75...56h6 76.52g4+-) 76.We2+ h6 77.cbgd+—.

63...g5?

Anything like 63...2€3 reshuffling the knights would be OK: 64.%e2 A hf5=.
64.%d8+ &h5 65.%d3 g5 66.%e2?

Correct was 66.%d2+ &h5 67.¥¢2 as in the above-mentioned winning variation.
66...5g6!

Now it'sadraw again.

67.% g2+ &f6 68.%d2 Hh6 69.%b2+ &f7 70.8g3 &f8 71.¢f3 &f7 72.%e4 f8 73.82d5 &f7 74.¢ed6 Hf5+ 75.¢bc7
f8 76.8f2 &f6 77.¢2d8 g5 78.Wh6+ De6+ 79.52d7 Dfd4 80.8d6 g4 81.Wh2 &f5 82.¢2d6 shed 83.Wg2+ hf4?

Black breaks with the drawing procedure. Good was 83...%f5 as White can't go for 84.¢2d5? H\f4+—+,
84.¢hd5 &f5

Or 84...g3 85.Wed+ g5 86.2e5+—.

85.Wed+ g5 86.We3+?

The final mistake. Good was 86.%h1 ¢bf5 87.Wf1+ Hf3 88.Wd3+ b6 89.Wed+—,

86...2h4! 87.We4 chg3 88.Wel+ thg2 89.Wd2+ ¢f3 90.Wd1+ &f4 91.Wf1+ chg3 92.¢ke5 hh2 93.Wf2+ oh3 94.Wf1+
dbh2 95.8f2+ &h3 96.Wf1+ 1o

We are humans and we tend to err; nothing wrong with this! Only engines can play this kind of ending perfectly and we
should accept this. But as humans we can always try our best, based on knowledge and study.

3

Lyanguzov Oleg
Oglablin Nikolay
Sochi 2005
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The knights are badly-placed and the pawn is weak, so White can win.
77.%e2 g7 78.%2¢6 Hh6 79.¢2d6?

Firstly 79.%f3+ ¢2g8 and only then 80.2d6 heading for g6 was the winning line.
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79...f 7! 80.Wf2+ ¢hg6 81.W g1+ &f6 82.¥d4+ g6 83.8f4 Ahf5+?

Black could play 83...gf5+ or 83...f7+ or 83...5 g4, with adraw. The text move loses as the knights are stacking and
the white king can land on g6.

84.she5 H\h6 85 Wf6+ sbh7 86.52f41 g8 87.¥ab Hh6 88.8d3+ skg8 89.82g5 H)f 7+ 90.2f6 Hh6 91.sbg6! 1-0



With two pawns things should be easier, but sometimes the ‘knights' side is carried away by the feeling of security - and
this can cause damage.

If the pawns are connected no problems occur. But if the pawns are separated, then probably best isto get rid (if pressed
too much) of one of the extra pawns, achieving drawn positions with one or no pawn - knowledge of the previousis
important!
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Bastian Herbert
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Although the pawns are separated, White can draw.
44...5506 45.0f3 Wcl 46.c4 ©f5 47.Hed?2

Thisturns adraw into aloss! 47.)fd2! bf4 48.g3+ he3 49.¢2h3 isfine for White. Note that without the c-pawn, this
position islost!

47...2f4 48.93+
White cannot hand over the c-pawn: 48.2b3 ¥ixc4 49.2bd4 Wd3!—+.
48...she3 49.sg2

More stubborn was 49.2h3! ¥c2 (49...¢kf2 50.995) 50.¢g2. | have the feeling that White feels secure, so heis not
troubled to find the accurate moves or he was simply in time-troubl e!

49...Wc2 50.g4
Still losing, but | can’'t see the logic of handing more squares to the black king.

50...¢0f4 51.95?



Shortening the end by approximately 20 moves. More stubborn was 51.¢6f2! #d3 52.¢kel.
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51..%d3!
The white king ends on alethal mating net.

52.c5 We2+ 53.82h3 ¥f2 0-1
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57.%e7 5 58.¢2d2 6! 59.¥g7 Hdes 60.5ec3 hab 61.%f8 b6 62.%a8+ b5 63.%e8 c4 64.#g8 Yo%
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The pawns are healthy and the knights can gain some good outposts.
73.00f6 Wd3+ 74.¢bg4 We2+ vo-Ys

With three or more pawnsit isthe ‘knights’ side that can try for awin! The ‘queen’ side has to be careful and try for
perpetual check as soon asit is possible.
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Parligras Cosmin
Pavlis Jaromir

Zdar nad Sazavou 2011
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Black has only to connect his knights near hisking & pawns.

53...Ach4+ 54.2d6 Hf4! 55.¥al+ g8 56.We5 Hbd5 57.€2d7 h5 58.WeS+ 1424
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| think that Black should try for something more; he has no real chancesto lose!
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White' s advantage is obvious, as one of his pawns has reached the 7th rank. But | believe that both sides were under

extreme time-trouble, producing a series of serious mutual mistakes.



56.23d4?!

56.2c5!, with the idea 9 a6-c7, would have cashed the point in.

56...%b7 57.0f5

57.f4+! &f6 (57...<bxf4 58.5e6+ e5 59.5)ec7+-) 58.b4 is still winning for White.
57...82d5 58.4.\fd6 ¥c6 59.f4

59.%e8! and curtains!

59...&2¢5 60.f5?

60.b4+ ¢od5 61.5)e8 wasn't difficult either!

60...%b6+ 61.c2a4 Wab+ 62.¢2b3 Wc6?

62...Wal! achieving perpetual check was correct.

63.f6 d5+
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64.%a4?

It was time for 64.c2a3! ¥d3+ 65.c2a4 Wd1+ 66.52a5 Wal+ 67.Ha3 Whl 68.f7+-—.
64..Ma2+ 65.0a3 ¥xbh2?

Returning the favour once more. 65...%d5! 66.f7 ¥d1+ 67.b3 Wd4+ 68.5ac4 Wal+=.

66.ska5?



66.2)ed+!+—,
66...% b4+
66...Wxa3#.

67.ska6 Whe# 0-1

9

O’Rourke Ray
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Dublin 2012
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With such advanced pawns there is no doubt that White is winning.

51..%c8+ 52.66 Wd8 53.2e4 shg7 54.Ah5+?

A clear blunder. Simple was
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54.5\g3! 8 55.4Fh5! (55.0)f5? Wg5+! =) 55...5he7 56.97+—.

54...shxg6 55.9\f 4+ g7 56.505 Wd1+ 57.¢6f5 Wh1+ 58.s2g4 Wgl+ 59.¢6f5 b1+ 60.s2g4 YoV



QUEEN & PAWNSVSTWO KNIGHTS & PAWNS

Positions with queen & pawn(s) vs two knights and pawns are usually won for the *queen’ side - the extra pawn(s) here
isagreat advantage.

Let’s start with one pawn for each side:

1
Harini S.
Swati Mohota
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72..Wh2+ 73.5og4 Wc2 74.0)d4 ®d1+ 75.5de2 Bb1 76.50g3 Wyl 77.sbha Wcs 78.sbg4 Wg5+ 79.073
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79..f5!
The f-pawn, although blocked, offers excellent outposts on e4 and g4 for the black queen.

80.5\ge2 Wgd+ 81.che3 g5 82.%f2 bh6 83.she3 Wg7 84.f3 Wh7+ 85.62g3 Wb3+ 86.52f2 Wc2 87.shg3 Wed 88.bf2
Wh1 89.¢2g3 Wel+ 90.22g2 g5

Finally! Without the king not much can be achieved.
91.¢bf3 Wh4 92.¢hg3 Wed 93.82h3 Wf3+ 94.¢bh2 g4
94... Wf2+! 95.¢bh3 &h6 and a knight will be lost.
95.¢2g1 We3+

95...22g5! 96.52h2 Wf2+ 97.66h3 h6—+.

96.sg2 Wh6 97.2h2 &f3 98.¢bh3 ¥h6 99.¢bh4 Wf6+ 100.2h3 ¥g5 101.82h2 ¥g4 102.h6 Wh4+ 103.skgl ¥xh6 0-1

2

Krogius Nikolai

Gusev Nikolay Nikolaevich
Leningrad
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The black king is well-protected by his knights and the threat of...g3-g2 is strong. White must find a way to break

Black’s set-up.

72.¥h8?

Thisisbest done by 72.b4! (clearing the 2nd rank) 72...93 73.Wa2+ He2 74.Wf7+ hel 75.Wf3=.
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72.%h8? g3 73.8g8 N3 74.b4 g2+ 75.8xg2+ Dxg2 0-1

And White resigned, as he is mated due to his extra pawn: 76.b5 »e3 77.b6 O f5 78.b7 Hg3#.

Adding an extra pawn for both sides, nothing really changes — although exceptionsin chess are always around!
The ‘queen’ side’s pawns help to restrict the opposing pieces and if passed, even better!

3

[livitzki Georgi
Kholmov Ratmir
Sverdlovsk 1957
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57.%b2+ Hbd4 58.%b7+ g8 59.%d5+ dg7 60.%d7+ &f8 61.2h3

Also possible was 61.%xh7 O3+ 62.66h3 H3xh4 63.52g4+—.

61...52g8 62.8d8+ g7 63.Wc7+ g8 64.8d7!

With this simple triangulation, Black isin zugzwang.

64...h5

64...c2h8 65.Wf7 makes no difference.

65.gxh6 &h8 66.h7! 1-0

4
Andriasian Zaven
Dobrov Vladimir

M oscow 2006
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Of course White has the upper hand and he can improve the position of his pieces, while Black has to stay put and wait
for his opponent...

54.%e3
Deserving of strong consideration was 54.d4 exd4 55.%xd4+—.

54.%e3 ted5 55.%f3+ dheb 56.c6 te7 57.Wd5 He8 58.¢cl Hc7 59.%ic6 Heb 60.2d1 Hd4 61.%d5 Heb 62.c2el Hd4
63.22f1 Heb 64.5gl Hf4 65.%ed Heb 66.52h2 Hd4 67.8d5 £ eb 68.¢2g3 £d4 69.¢h4 He6 70.b4

Now that the white king has approached by a secure route, the white b-pawn will help in the restriction.

70..2d4 71.92?95 Neb+ 72.2h6 Dd4 73.Wed Heb 74.¥ha+ ¢f7 75.8f2+ che7 76.%f1 Hdf8 77.8f5 Hd7 78.Wf2 Hd4
79.52g6 H\f8+ 80.%g7 Hdeb+ 81.¢eg8 Hd7 82.Wf7+ ¢vd6 83.W g6 ke7 84.Wh7+ &d6
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85.%h4!

Allowing the white king to come closer.

85...0¢7 86.f7 Dd5 87.Wg4 sc7 88.Wed d6 89.Wf5

89.b5 wasfine.

89...2\xb4 90.We6+ chc7 91.2e8 A5 92.Wxe5+ theb 93.d4

White exchanged his b-pawn for Black’s e-pawn, thereby creating a passed pawn.

93...5\b7 94.Wed+ Hd5 95.8c2+ ¢hb5 96.¢ed7 Hab 97.¢e6 Hb4a 98.We2+ ad 99.d5 Nb3 100.¥d1 a3 101.d6
Nc5+ 102.¢ke7 Hcb+ 103.¢he8 Hb8 104.Wal+ b4 105.%a7 Hcab

105...20bd7 106.%¥xd7 £xd7 107.€2xd7 b5 108.¢2c6+—.

106.#xb6+ c3 107.d7 Dxd7 108.¢bxd7 Db4 109.¥c5+ b3 110.d6 Hc2 111.¢2d5 Hbs+ 112.d4 Hc2+ 113.¢kd3
Ha3 114.¥b6+ ad 115.¢c3 Db5+ 116.82c4 Ha3+ 117.€kc5 N2 118.8b2 1-0

5

Valerga Diego
Sosa Tomas
Buenos Aires 2015
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White is on top and can now bring home the full point.

A N w o N o

51.%f3+ dhe5 52.50d3 Hce3

Or 52...2\b2+ 53.2e2 &\ c4 54.Wd3 Hce3 55.8f3 &f6 (55...0xd5 56.Wed++-) 56.Wed g5 57.We6+—.

53.c4

53.Wed+! ©f6 54.We6+ g5 55.52e4 |ooks easier.

53... 6 54.814 thg6 55.%e4 b6 5682 g5 57.Wh2 6 58.Whs+ g5 50.Wg8+ ©f6 60.:f4 e7 61.895
Winning was 61.%c8! {6 62.We6+ g7 63.¢2g5 ©f8 64.2f6+—.

61...82d7 62.Wf7+ d8
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63.9xf5! Hxf5 64.8xf5 he7 65.82g6 1-0

More pawns on the board equals better for the ‘queen’ side! The knights are more restricted in general, but if they can
find a healthy environment and some good outposts they can be a hard nut to crack.

In chess, the defending side should seek counterplay when some is available of course! Passivity usually turnsto
nothing; just the normal slow death.

I noticed that when the knights can have a passed pawn as well, interesting positions can arise. And obviously the
‘queen’ side can go wrong, as the knight is atricky piece, setting traps!

6

Sammour Hasbun Jorge
Waitzkin Joshua

New York 1992
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The winning plan is easy to understand: Black will invade with his king and he will push his pawnsto restrict the white
knights.

45...she6 46.h4 she5 47.5)g2 Wal 48.5)4 g5 49.hxg5 hxgs 50.5h3 #c1?

Blundering an important pawn. Good was 50...52f6! 51.¢tg2 Wa8+ 52.¢bgl Wed 53.h2 Wel+ 54.¢2g2 We2—+.
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51.5xg5!
Now the healthy structure achieves the draw.

51...skd4



51...Wxg5? 52.f4+ Wixf4 53.gxf4+ xfa=.
52.5\e6+ 2d3 53.5)4+ shed 54.H02
Even more harmonious was 54.¢g2 #¥c¢6 55.4e3 and White should hold.

54...¢bf3 55.00f4 ¥d1 56.292 Wbl 57.5f4 ¥al 58.50g2 Wh1 59.20f4 ¥el 60.2d3 ¥d1 61.50f4 Wal ¥»>Y

7

Efimov Igor
Chernin Alexander
M oscow 1977
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Weak black pawns and easy entrance for the white king. White wins.

50.%al Hf8 51.%a7+ Hd7 52.h3 Hd6 53.¢2h4 Hf7 54.%¢7 1-0
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d C
Black isin zugzwang: 54...d6 (54...52e8 55.¥/c2 /N f8 56.Wc8+ e7 57.Wc5+ e8 58.f4+-) 55.g4 Hf7 56.f4 Hd6
57.5hg5.
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M or ozevich Alexander
Caruana Fabiano
Thessaloniki 2013
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Although White has strong outposts for his knights, Black can prevail here.
52...a5 53.a4 ¥d4 54.5kh4?!

Making it easier for Black. White had to stay put with 54.2g2 e4 55.%\f4 &h7 56.5)fd5 Wal 57.0b62g6 and.pray...



54...f5!

Creating the important passed pawn.

55.2xf5 ¥xc4 56.2de7 ¥eb

Possible was 56...%xad but Black cared more about nasty checks on his king.

57.§h5

Good or bad, White had to opt for 57.g5 ¢4 58.96 ¢3 59.g7+ £h7 60.g8=1/+ ¥xg8 61.21xg8 c2 62.2)f6+ g6 63.5e3

c1=% 64.)fd5 Wal—+.

57...c4 58.5\g6+ g8 59.5h6+ g7 60.075+ bf7 61.Hh6+ shed 62575 ¥f6 0-1

White resigned, as after 63.9e3 &f7 64.9h4 ¢3 65.2hf5 Wg6+ 66.50h4 Wc6 67.4)c2 Wxad the win is only a matter of

time.

9

Gurevich Dmitry
Seirawan Y asser
Seattle 2000
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Things are not so easy for Black, as the knights are standing on good outposts, protecting each other. Additionally, the

a b c de f gh

passed black d-pawn is blocked, while White has a potential majority on the kingside.

51...%h8 52.¢ef4 che7
Heading for b4/c4.

53.g4 Wf6+! 54.cbe3



54.¢bg3? Wde+ 55.¢bh3 Wf4 and Whiteisin trouble.
54...82d6 55.4)¢6 $2c5 56.0cd4 b4

Now Whiteis short of moves.

57.95 We7+ 58.¢bf4 Wed+ 59.¢g3 had

A strange move. 59...¢2¢3 60.4c6 &d3 is natural.

60.¢ef2 Wiga 61.%e3 kb4 62.¢f2 Wed 63.0e2 Wel 64.2ed4 sca
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65.h5!

A good active try, as the alternative didn’t promise much: 65.0e2 xb5 66.5)f4 Wed—+,

65...gxh5 66.g6 c5?!

66...Wf8! was accurate: 67.9c6 Wf6 68.4) ce5+ he3—+.

67.97 ¥g8?

A bad mistake that could have cost the half-point. Good was 67... 7! 68.c2e3 Wg6 69.5f2 Wgd—+.
68.2f5! ¥h7 69.2e3

White could also save himself by 69./3d4! h4 70.s2g2 h3+ 71.66h2 W6 72.62xh3 Wh5+ 73.¢bg3 Wg5+=.

69...skxb5
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70.23d4+

Very nice variations occur after 70.2f4? ha! 71.5)3xh4 (71.52g5 ¢4 72.52f6 b5 73.4) g5 W98 74.5)e7 Wa8 75.98=W
Wxg8 76.5\xg8 b4 77.5)f3 b3 78.5)d2+ c3 79.5)xb3 xb3—+) 71...shad 72.53 b5 73.5)e5 (73.55€5 b4 74.5)g5 g6
75.5)66 d4 76.5\fxd4 b3 77.5,c5+ shba 78.5)cxb3 Wixg7+—+) 73...b4 74.5)g4 b3 75.5)16 Wh2+ (75...g6? 76.98=1
Wxg8 77.5)xg8 b2 78.5)f6 b1=W 79.5\xd5=) 76.50g4 Wgl+ 77.5\g3 b2 78.g8= b= 79.Wag+ b4 80.5\xd5+ c5
81.0f4 Whd1+ 82.Wf3 Wd7+! (82...Wxf3+? 83.¢xf3=) 83.2g5 W g7+ 84.cbh4 ¥h2+ 85./0h3 Wd4+ 86.2)e4+ 2d5
87.Wf5+ Whe5 88.0)f4+ (88.Wxe5+ xe5—+) 88...c¢c6 89.W g6+ hb5—+.

70...%0a4

70...€bc5 doesn't win: 71.5e6+ shcd 72.5f8 (72.0)e7 Wed+ 73.0f2 Wxeb—+) 72...Wg8 73.00d7 d4+ 74.56f4 d3 75.4)f6
Wh8+ 76.ce4 d2 77.g8=+ Wxg8 78.4)xg8=.

71.f3?
A bad mistake, when White was so close to salvation: 71.5¢c6! Wxf5 72.98=W Wed+ 73.2d2=.

71...b5 72.8f4 b4 73.4)c6 b3 0-1



CHAPTER 6.

QUEEN VSBISHOP & KNIGHT

Queen vs bishop & knight is probably the worst of the three cases of queen vs two minor pieces.
According to the tablebases there is a certain drawn position which we should remember.

1. The ‘pieces side's king should move to the same-colour corner as his bishop.
2. The bishop should be placed on the initial fianchetto square (b2-b7-g7-g2).

3. The knight should be placed in the diagonal square defended by the bishop (d4-d5-e5-e4).

If this set-up is achieved, then afortressis created - keeping the enemy king away.

In the first example the pieces are controlling the squares 8, 7, 6, g6 and h6, creating a‘ safe zone’ which the white

king cannot enter, and thisis the secret of the fortress.

Let’s see this valuable example and some more:

Example 1
Karstedt Max
Study 1903

A N w b o N

Here (as mentioned) the white king cannot reach any effective square (f8, {7, 6, g6, h6).

1.5ke7 £h8 2.5he6 297 3.5 £h8 4.82g5 £g7 5.We8+ h7 6.2h5 &h8 7.8e7+ &7 Yo¥s

Example 2
Berger
Study
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Black to play, White wins.
1...sbg5
1...5e6 2.2d5! +—.

1...sbg5 2.¢d5 £f6 3.Wg3+ &f5 4.¥g2 295! 5.Wc2+ &f6 6.Wf2+ g6 7.se5 £d8 8.Wg2+ &f7 9.Wd5+ e7 10.¥b7+
&f8 11.¢2d6 &6 12.¢d7

12.Wd5! is shorter by 15 moves.
12...f7 13.Wes f8
And 13...£g5! islonger by 15 moves.

14.¥g6! £h4 15.¥d6+ &7 16.¥d5+ g6 17.Wed+ h5 18.¥h7+ 1-0

1

Dambacher Martijn
Smerdon David
Tilburg 2006
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The only fortress for White hereis &b1, £b2 and £d4, but he can’'t get it. According to analysis engines, with best play
Black checkmatesin 34 moves! This, of course, means that in a practical game drawing chances are considerable! Of
course, over the board it is also not easy for the defending side, as he might blunder one of his minor pieces!
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95... %93 96.£d4 Wa3?!

Black needs to separate the enemy pieces. The best way to do that is to play 96...%g8+! 97.¢b¢c6 Wc4 98.297 Wga
99.4f8 Wg2+ 100.¢2d6 ¥f3 101.£e7 Wdl+ 102.¢kc7 she5 and Black is making progress.

97.2d6

After 97.c2c4! it smatein 39!
97...82g6 98.¢0d5 &f7 99.¢kd6 el
99... W31,

100.s2d5

After 100.¢ke6! it’s mate in 42!

100...ske7 101.865 a2+ 102.62d4 ¥b2+ 103.¢kd5 We2 104.2d4 Wa2+ 105.c2e5 Wa8 106.He4 Wb+ 107.sd5 W3+
108.ske5 We6+ 109.¢2f4 ¥d5 110.¢ke3 heb 111.4c5+ f5 112.d3
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Now with best play Black checkmates in 38 moves - as we can see, he has not been making progress.

A N w o N o

112...Wa2 113.¢ec3 &f4 114.d3 &f3 115.82¢3 ke 116.Hb3 Wa8 117.4c5 Wd5 118.Hb3 &f3 119.4¢5 Wico
120.291 ske2 121.8d4 2d1 122.8e3 Wic8 123.£d4 secl 124.£e3+ d1 125.2d4 she2 126.skc4 f3 127.¢2¢c3 ¥g8
128.¢ed3 Wd5 129.¢ec3 f4 130.0d3+ &f5 131.Hc5 Wa2
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132.2b3!?

The knight was ideally placed on c5 - it was secure and it was keeping the enemy king at bay. After 132.¢2d3! Black
checkmates in 38 moves, but White would have to make only 13 moves before claiming a draw, thanks to the 50-moves
rule!



132...ske4 133.Hc5+ d5 134.9\b3 Wa3 135.8e3 We7 136.£d4 We2 137./¢5?

Instead, 137.5kb4! (mate in 24!) would have most likely saved the game - White would then need to hold on for only 8
more moves!

137...¥c4+! 0-1

2

Cornette M atthieu
Renet Olivier
Mulhouse 2011
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If only the black knight was on d5...

64...2c8 65.#d6 &b7 66.2f2 Hc7 67.5ke3 26 68.Wha+ &a8 69.42d4 £d5



7 7 7

N\
Q
S
S

@ o 3 -

-, -,

N
N
N
N

\\\
Q
S
S

N
N
N
N

3 »

A7 7 '

e
R
\\\
\\\

I3\
\

= :
Z

I 3 »

, %y %/‘y %"V

a b cde f gh

R
R

W
W

N\
N\
N
D

»

A N w o N o

70.¥b6! 2b7 1-0

3

Antipov Mikhail
Johansson Linus
Pune 2014
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101.see6?

White missed Black’s set-up. He should go for something like 101.%g3, where he ‘can’ win in 32 moves.



101...0e5! 102.¥e4 ¢hhe!

The only move to achieve the fortress; the pawn is not important.

103.¥xb4 &h7

The optimal drawn set-up is achieved.

104.%h4+ &g8 105.%h5 £h8 106.We8+ bh7 107.2f5 £g7 108.¢g5 Hf3+
108...£h8 and 108...2h6+ draws as well.

109.¢2h5 Ne5 110.%c8 £h8 111.Wf5+ ¢hg8 112.We6+ bh7 113.We7+ 297 114.¢g5 YoY%

4
Danailov Silvio
Hebden Mark

Toulouse 1990
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White hasn’t achieved the desirable set-up, so heislosing.
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54...5f7 55.8c1 deb 56.8b2 td7 57.9e2 Wixad+ 58.¢2cl dc6?

Black would preserve his winning position with 58...&2d6! 59.5\d4 ¥a2! as the white king cannot move to the corner.
59.2d4+ ¢kd5 60.%b1!

Optimal position achieved!

60..%d1+ 61.va2 secd 62.£al1 Wh1l 63.8b2 Wad+ 64.c2b1 d3 Y2V

QUEEN VSBISHOP & KNIGHT & PAWNS



The presence of an extra pawn for the piecesis not a significant factor, as still the pieceslose if they do not obtain the
optimal drawing positions.

Of course there are some exceptions, connected to squares’ control and fortresses.

1

Kotronias Vasilios
Ashton Adam
Hastings 2011
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White cannot achieve the drawing set-up and his extra g-pawn is of no importance.
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53...Wf2+

53...%d2+ is at least 30 moves shorter!

54.£92 g5 55.¢2h3

The problem for White is that he cannot place his knight on e4, obtaining the optimal set-up.
55...%b2 56.2e4 Wh8 57.2f3 Wc8+ 58.62h2 Wc2+ 59.¢kh3 ¥h7 60.¢kh2 ¢kf6 61.¢kgl e5?

61...Wd3! isthe correct move, but | think that the winning procedure is not for humans, so | would expect toend in a
draw anyway.

62.9g2! hd4 63.5f2 &d3 64.0f4+ &d2 65.6292 Wh6 66.2h3 el 67.62h2 &f1 68.892+ e2 >-Ys

Now the pawn counts as it control the h4-square and the position is atheoretical draw.

2

Vovk Yuri

L adva Ottomar
Berlin 2015
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Aslong as Black cannot obtain the optimal set-up (a8, £b7 and £d5) White can win...

98.%6f3 &c6+ 99.2e2 £b5 100.€2d1 £ad+ 101.€bcl £b5 102.¥d8 dc5 103.€2¢c2 £c6 104.¢b¢c3 Hd6 105.We7 hd5
106.s2b4 b5?

While the text move offers nothing important to Black, it hands the square c5 to White, so it can be considered a bad
move.

107.¥g5+ che6 108.W g6+ sod5 109.¥g2+?
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109.%h5+! $e6 110.¢2c5!+—.

109...2e4 110.%f3 d4 111.%f4 £d5



111...2d5 was Black’ s only try, which losesin 42 moves!
112.¢bxb5 1-0

White has won the pawn and the rest is not important - White won on the 151st move!

3

Paoli Enrico

Torre Eugenio
Reggio Emilia 1972
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White has along way to go to place his bishop on b2 and his knight on d4...

A N w b OO N

56...h7+ 57.¢d2 ed 58.293 ¥h1 59.£b8 ¥gl 60.c2 Wich+ 61.¢2b2 ¥d4+ 62.82b1 el 63.2c7 d2 64.2a5+
&d1 65.Ha2 Wed+ 66.52b2 Wes+ 67.2c3

The alternative was 67.9)c3+ &d2 68.£b4 d3 69.¢2a3 thc2 70.c2a4 Web—+.
67..We2+ 68.2a3 shc2 69.2a5 We7+ 70.0b4+ &c3 71.shad Wd7+ 72.¢ka3
Or 72.5)¢c6+ 2 73.520b5 Wd5+ 74.%2b6 xb3—+.

72..¥b5! 73.2c6+ $d3 74.2b4+ sd2

74...shed 75.£d8 &f5 76.5a2 W5+ 77.b4 We3+ and the bishop islost.
75.2d8 We5! 76.2b6 ¥al+ 0-1

White resigned: 77.5a2 shc2 78.£f2 Wh2+—+,

| was impressed by the following game, as usually the lower-rated players don’t win against well-known GMs, simply
because they do not believe it!



But Dragisevic kept his cool and scored the point, quite easily by the way ...

4
Dragicevic Domagoj
Rogerslan
Canberra 2004
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The corner iswrong and White can win.
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58.%c3+ &g6 59.%c5 Hf6
59...2e2 60.Wc2++—.
60.9f5+ g7 61.¢ke5
And apieceislost.

61...22n7 62.¥xh5 Hg5 63.8f5 Ah7 64.8g6+ £h8 65.60f4 Hg5 66.#xh6+ Dh7 67.¢f5 g8 68.Wg6+ ©h8 69.Wes+
g7 70.Me7+ h6 71.9f7 Hf8 72.Wxf8+ &h7 73.We7+ 1-0

With two pawns the ‘ pieces’ side can draw - the return of the pawns to reach an optimal position should be the main
concern.

5

Mamedyarov Shakhriyar
Bareev Evgeny

M oscow 2009
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Black cannot wait for long, as White threats to walk with hisking on c7/d8, creating threats.

65...c5! 66.%ad+ b6 67.cke7 £.6 68.Wh3+ c7 69.¥c4 bbb

Black should think of ‘losing’ both his pawns but gain the optimal set-up: 69...20b7! 70.%a2 &b8 (70...2d6? 71.%7h2+-)
71.5d8 &\f6! 72.Wh2+ (72.%f2 Hd5 73.Wxc5 c2 74.Wxc2 wa8=) 72...cka8 73.¢¢7 Hd5+ 74.2d6 2 75.Wxc2 c4
76.%xc4=. Of course it must be mentioned that this was a blitz game.

70.2d8
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70...2b5?



An immediate blunder. Black should go for 70...d6! 71.%xc3 Hb5 72.Wd2 £b7 73.Wel £a8 74.65¢c8 2b7+ 75.82b8
£d5 and this position is atheoretical draw.

71.¥ixed dhab 72.¢kc7 c4 73.8b1 La4 74.¥b6# 1-0
When the pawns are getting up to three or more in number, the ‘ pieces’ might tell and claim victory.

6

Maletin Pavel
Bival Alina

St Petersburg 2015
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Of course only White has chances, but the queen is a strong piece!
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N

83.h6 Wd3+ 84.¢oh4 ¥d2!
Black must control the d4 square.

85.n7+ £h8 86.¢2g3 Wd3+ 87.¢kg2 Wd5+ 88.¢kh3 Wd3+ 89.¢2h4
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89..%d2! 90.£93 ¥g2! 91.f5 ¥h1+ 92.2\h3 &xh7

Securing the draw.

93.£f4 Wel+ 94.8293 We7+ 95.0g5+ ©h6 96.2f4 Wel+ 97.2h3 Wf1+ 98.¢2g3 Wel+ 99.%f3 Wf1+ 100.22g3 Wel+
101.¢0f3 Wf1+ 1o

7
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Black iswinning as her c-pawn is far advanced.

70...c2 71.Wa3 b4! 72.Wf3+ dc7 73.We3 b3 74.Wc5+ kb7 75.¢f5 £b2 76.We7+ a6 77.We2+ ab 78.Mel+ ad
79.We8+ ka3 80.WMe7+ a2 81.Wa7+ &bl 82.¥xb6 c1=¥ 83.¥xb3 Wc2+ 0-1
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Black’s centralised pieces and king gives him good chances to prevail.

A N w o N

65...c5 66.82g2 2d3 67.Wa3+ &d4 68.Wh2+ N3 69.¢kf3 £95 70.Wf2+ thcs 71.¢bg2 e4 72.Wf7+ d3 73.Wd7+ dbc2
Checks are over for the time being and Black will improve.

74.%h7 ¢d1?

74...8d2! 75.¥g6 el isthe end, asthe threat...e3-e2-e1 cannot be parried.

75.%7 £d2

75...e3 76.Wd7+ cbcl 77.Wg7 hc2 78.Wh7+ draws.

76.¥h5+! chcl 77.8xc5 e3
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78.¢bf 3!
Now it'sadraw!
78...sbd1 79.¥xc3?

Wrong! White could draw with 79.%c4! e2 80.%h3+ ¢l (80...22el 81.Wh2=) 81.Wxc3+ £xc3 82.xe2=, asthe white
king can safely go to the hl-square.

79...£xc3 80.¢exe3 el 81.¢2f3 ¢hf1 82.¢2g3 shgl
White cannot reach the hl-sguare!

83.¢h3 &65 84.skg4 g2 85.62h4 £f6+ 86.2h5 £95 87.¢g4 h2 0-1



QUEEN & PAWNSVSBISHOP & KNIGHT & PAWNS

Adding pawns to the ‘ queen’ side obviously makes her dominating position even stronger.

In the previous chapters we had only one plan for the ‘queen’ side; to combine forces with her king to attack the enemy
one, mating or winning material.

Now, the extra plan is to push the pawns, restricting the opponent pieces or getting promoted to a new queen or, finally,
winning a piece for the pawn (if passed).
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Things look easy for White; he just has to push his pawn and win one black piecein return for it.

A N w b OO N
o

98.#h6 d5 99.a5 £c5 100.%b8 Hd3 101.a6 1-0

2

Vladimirov Yevgeniy
Smyslov Vassily

M oscow 1990
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Asin the previous example, White should focus on winning a black piece for his h-pawn.

A N w o N o

52.Mg6+! 26 53.h4!

The pawn is unstoppable.

53...¢ke7 54.n5 He6 55.h6 Hf8 56.¥g8 1-0

Things might get more complicated if the pawns stand symmetrical and blocked:

3

Anand Viswanathan
Costa Jean Luc

Biel 1988
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A good position to defend, as the black pawn controls important squares, while the white pawn is of no help; it actually
takes away the f4-square from its king! Also, the b1-h7 diagonal is blocked, and is required to win the pawnless

position.

90.¢kd6 £h4 91.Wa8 £6 92.Wc6 f7 93.Wg2 £e7+ 94.¢bd7 £h4 95.%h3 216 96.Wg3 £d4 97.¢d6 £f6 98.5d5 £e7

99.Wxg7+ VoY%

Positions with two pawns for each side can be easy for the ‘queen’ side, if the ‘pieces’ cannot create a fortress.

Of course there are 100" s of positions to analyse, but here we will see afew instructive examples.

4
Gurevich Mikhail
Kouatly Bachar
Marseille 1988

/ /@/
/

/
///
7. 0 0 b

P
y
7

\

x
\\\

\

k
&

k

.....

\
%

k
&

\

%
%
&

.

a b cde f gh




A N w o N o

7

\
N

7

\
N

N

_

}f

A

N

¥

7
7

N\
N

7
7

\
N

-

-

\
N

_

/?’
_

7

7

N\
N

7

7

-

3
-

_

N

7%
2
.

“
Ty

7

i

N N
P

Y
_

AA

\N‘
SN

aaaaaaa

a b cde f gh

It seemsthat thisis another hard nut to crack, but it is easier than you think.

55...Wed+ 56.82gl &f7 57.¢2h2 f6 58.n4 Wic2 59.¢2g2 &e5 60.2h3 hed 6104

If 61.2g5+ &d3 62.5xh7 e2 63.995 Wce+ 64.¢egl Wel+ 65.6092 Wfl+—+.

61..%d10-1

And White resigned due to 62.9e6 W3+ 63.c2g1 f4! The key move to free the way for the king towards the white

camp. 64.5\xf4 &f5 65.092 Wd1+ 66.2h2 We2 67.¢ogl gd—+.

5

Hjartarson Johann
Pigusov Evgeny
Biel 1993
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The pawns are blocked and the base of the white pawn structure, the b3-pawn, can be protected by the bishop. But the
black king can invade viathe dark squares.

\\

A N w o N o

56...82f6 57.£e2 the5 58.8c4 Rd4 59.0d1 Wh2 60.cel a5 61.0f2 ¥g3 62.¢e2 We3+ 63.¢2f1 ¥d2 64.¢gl Wic2
65.56f1 e3 66.D g4+ 3 67.0De5+ &f40-1

And White resigned as after 68.2)d3+ he3 69.¢2g1 Wxd3 70.£xd3 sxd3 Black wins.

Getting to 3vs3 casg, it isvery likely that the queen will dominate, but there are some exceptions as aways, where a
defence can be organised.

6

Baburin Alexander
Astaneh Lopez Alex
Galway 2011
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The weak white pawn structure helps Black to create afortress.
37...f4 38.n4 h6 39.52f1 He6 40.%b8 go!

Blocking the white pawn structure from advancing. 40...22g7? would allow 41.%e5+ ¢bg8 42.f4, when Black will not
survive.

41.hxg5 hxgs 42.s2e2 g7 43.%e5+ g8 44.¢d3 £c5
Black’s defence is pretty easy - just keep the enemy pieces away from the f7-pawn.
45.Wf5

| do not see away to break down Black’s defence; for example: 45.f3 £d4 46.%d6 og7 47.ched g6 48.Wb8 297
49.shd5 £f8 50.55¢6 shg7 51.We5+ g8 52.52d7 £h6 (52...£97 53.9f5 £h6) 53.¥c3 £g7 54.Wc8+ 218 55.Wb8 H\f4
56.%d8 & e6 57.Wc8 Hd4 58.Wh7 He6 59.¢be8 4\g7+ 60.¢d7 Heb and White has gained nothing, as he cannot create a
combined attack of king and queen on f7.

45...%g7 46.5c4 £e7 47.5d5 £f6 48.¢d6 Hf8 49.¢¢7 £e7 50.5k¢c8 £6 51.f4 Heb 52.fxg5 Dxg5 53.¢0d7 Heb
54.%d5 295 55.%c4 £f4 56.¢he7 £95+ 57.5ke8 £f6 58.Wc6 g8 59.82d7 g7 60.¥d5 Ng5 61.Wf5 1o-s

7

Gelfand Boris
Li Chao

M oscow 2016
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44, .of7 45.0h4 ¥id1 46.£14 cheb 47.¢bg3 shd5 48.0)f3 ed 49.H)d2+ &d3 50.¢g2 e2
By just advancing his king, Black has deprived his opponent of alot of defensive moves.

51.8e3 Wad! 52.¢eg3 ¥b4 53.8f4 ¥c5 54.8e3 Wd6+ 55.£f4
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a b cde f gh

55.. Wd4! 56.863 f4+! 57.8xf4 Bixf2+ 58.50g4 ®gl+ 59.2h4 Big2 0-1

59...52f2 60.2e5 Wd1 61.2f4 Wh5# was accurate, but of course the text move is good enough and White resigned.



CHAPTER 7.
QUEEN VSTHREE MINOR PIECES

A very difficult ending to assess and play in a practical game. When pawnless, it looks like a draw, as the minor pieces
cannot force the opponent’ s king into mate. Some exceptions might arise, however, if the king is cornered.

Thereisaso awin for the ‘queen’ side(!) vsthree bishops; all on the same colour, which of course should be a very rare
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The white king is cornered and mated!

83... 805+ 84.82h5 H\f6# 0-1
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Rozentalis Eduardas
Sutovsky Emil
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White can defend.

91...2e6 92.Wig5 hf7 93.¢d4 £e7 94.Wf4 £d8 95.Wd6 Hd7 96.c2e4 £b6 97.¢2d3 a7 98.cked 208 99.Wc6 e7
100.%b7 £d6 101.€2d4 £c5+ 102.sked £d6 103.¢ed4 £c5+ 104.c2ed d6 105.Wa6+ Nb6 106.Wd3+ £d5+ 107.f5
4 c4 108.8f6 shch 109.¢f5 Yo-Ys

3

Rodin Mihalil
Smirnov Pavel
Sar atov 2006
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Here again White shouldn’t have any serious trouble, if he does not get carried away...

A N w b o N




73...2d5 74.¢2d3 &eb 75.¢he3 £e5 76.%2d3 shd6 77.¢ke3 shes 78.Wc2+ £c4 79.Wd2 Hd5+ 80.¢hed

Black cannot proceed with the squeezing.

80...&c3 81.Wf2+ b4 82.Wa7 b3 83.Mb7+ Hb4 84.ke3 £d5 85.Mb8 &£c4 Vo-Ys

4
Braeuer Franz
Heck Norbert

Germany 2010
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When facing two knights, the ‘queen’ side has an extra option at his disposal; to sac the queen for the bishop, thus
making the mission easier.

A N w o N o

61...2e5 62.Wh6+ &f5 63.Mf2 &e4 64.%a7 Nd5 65.Wh7+ Hg6 66.Wh5+ &f4 67.¥h2+ gd 68.We2+ &f5 69.Wxed+!
chxed 70.22e2 Ngf4+ 71.sed2 d4 72.82¢2 secd Yoo

With extra pawn(s) for both sides the ‘queen’ side can be in danger. What really counts here is optimal piece co-
ordination.

If the ‘pieces side succeedsin winning more material, then the opposing side will hardly survive.
The ‘queen’ side should look for perpetual check and dissemination of the pieces.

5

Gustafsson Jan
Svane Rasmus
Bonn 2011
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White will try to target the f7-pawn.
50.¢kg5 Wcl1+?

Black shouldn’t allow the white king to take up a good position on f6, so he should opt for 50...%b2! After 51.2d6
(51.Dh6+? cbg7 52.0)xf7 Wd2+) 51...Wg2+ 52.¢bf6 Wge+ 53.cbe5 h7 54.2e4 Mgl 55.5f6 W6+ 56.2€7 g8
57.<e8 We6+ 58.5)e7+ g7 59.£¢5 things look scary for Black. The analysis engines think that Black can hold with
very precise moves, but in my opinion this should be lost in a practical game.

51.¢2f6 Wal+ 52.2e5 Wa6+ 53.0d6 ¥Wd3 54.8xf7+ &f8 55.f4

White has won the black pawn and now it is a different story, as the f4-pawn assists the white forces perfectly.
55...¥h7 56.8296 Wha+ 57.cke6 ¥g4+ 58.f5

According to tablebases, thisis ablunder which resultsin a draw! 58.£f5 ¥g8+ 59.¢kd7 isawin!

58...%h3

58...%b4 or 58...Wad is adraw: 59.£e8 Wh3+ 60.¢bf6 We3 61.£96 Wa7.

59./c8?

Better is 59.5e8!+.

59...#g4?

Black has to take all possible chances, so 59...%h3+ 60.¢bf6 Wf7+! was obligatory. After 61.22g5 W¥d5 it seems that
Black will survive (by perpetual check) as the white pieces are unco-ordinated.

60.5b6 sog8 61.Hd5

Game over!



61...5f8 62.20f4 g8 63.2f7+7!

63.2h5! ¥g3 64.2f7+ h7 65.f6+—.

63...22h7 64.20g6 ¥h3 65.¢2f6 ¥h6?!

The queen will pose more problems when free to check: 65...%a3!+.

66.2e7 Wg5+ 67.f6 We3 68.52e8?

With 68.5)f8+! &h6 69.£d7 White achieves optimal piece co-ordination and the end will be near.
68...%ed?

Returning the favour. After 68...€bh6! it is not easy for White to improve!

.o
33,
. /%/fﬁi/%

2
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69.0f8+! &h6 70.0d7 Was+ 71.ske7 Wa3+ 72.82d6 We3+ 73.8€6
And the pawn is unstoppable.

73.. W5 74.5\e5 oh7 75.8c4

75.2f3! was simple - the pawn will queen.

75..We3 76.f7 Wa7+ 77.2e6 W7 78.2d3+ 1-0

[Easiest, but also possible was 78.f8=% #d5+ 79.2d7! Wh7+ 80.2c7 Wxc7+ 81.52e6 Wh6+ 82.Wd6+—.

6

Mikayelyan Mher
L awrence Danyul
Los Angeles 2011
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55.%al+?

White allows the black pieces to achieve optimal co-ordination and win the white pawn as well. He should go for

.......

abcdefgh

55.We3! ¢he7 56.Wa3+ £d6 57.Wa7+ &c7 58.We3+ and it seems that he will hold.

55.Mal1+? 2e5 56.%f 1+ te7 57.Mf5 f6 58.%h7+ ¢d6 59.#d 7+ dc5 60.2h4 YoY%

Black should continue: 60...5¢7 61.€2h5 £xc6 and there is no logical basis for White's survival.

When there are more pawns on board, the pieces can create many problems. |dentical pawn structures without
weaknesses offer the best practical chances to defend. Aswe will observe, opinions differs.

7

Shirov Alexel
Carlsen Magnus
Bilbao 2010
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A very interesting ending, in which of course only Black can play for awin. White is helped by his healthy pawn
structure but he has a very long mission to deal with.
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42.¥d4 2d5 43.¥a7+ £e7 44.¥c7 h5

Alexel Shirov suggested a possible winning plan for Black: leave pawns on g7 and h6, put bishops on €8 and g5, then
move the king to h7 and bishop to g6. After that,...Ah5 forces g3 and the resulting ending is evaluated by Shirov as
winning for Black.

45.We5 g6 46.58h2 266 47.8g1 &f5 48.5F1 Hes 49.2g1 Hg7 50.8d5+ He6 51.%h7 ha

An alternative plan is 51...g5! ? 52.%d5 g6 53.%h7 £f6 54.%/d7 g4 55.hxg4 £xg4. Then Black will exchange the g-
and h-pawns, advancing with his king asin the previous examples.

52.2h2 §\f4 53.52g1 Hd3 54.50f1 Hic5 55.Wd5+ £e6 56.We5 &5 57.Wd5+ Heb 58.8b7 bf8 59.Was+ £d8 60.%a7
£16 61.Wb7 sbg8 62.Wa7 295 63.52e2 O\ 4+ 64.50f1 Hh5 65.5be2 bf8 66.52f1 £f6 67.8c7 Hg7 68.%a7 Heb 69.Wb7
$d8 70.Wa7 Hf7 71.sogl g7 72.8f1 &e5 73.Me7 g5 74.0gl £16 75.8b7 kg6 76.d5 He5 77.Wgs+ £g7 78.Wes+
bh6 79.We7 Hd3
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80.¢bf1
The black king is too open and he needs piece protection, otherwise Black would have an easy win by targeting f2.

80...5f4 81.Md6+ £96 82.Me7 Dd5 83.We6 Nf6 84.cgl £e8 85.Wf5 £d7 86.We5 thgb 87.¢f1 &8 88.¢2gl £a3
89.%c7 £b4 90.We5 £d2 91.Wd4 £f4 92.Wh6 £e8 93.f1 £f7 94.62gl &f5 95.Wa7 £e6 96.5f1 g6 97.Wb6 £d7
98.¢2g1 £a4 99.%e6 b5 100.%b6 £c4 101.Wd4 £e6 102.f1 £f5 103.gl
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103...g4!

After long manoeuvring Black decides to change the structure.



104.hxg4 £xg4 105.¥c3 £5 106.8b3 £g5 107.%f1 ©h6 108.s2gl g6 109.%f1 £d7 110.s2gl £e8 111.¥c3 &7
112.We5 2d5 113.%c3 &e6 114.%e5 &d7 115.#c3 &5 116.#h3 Hh5

Black can try 116...e3 117.fxe3 g4, but White can defend: 118.%g8+ vh5 119.%h8+ 2h6 120.%e8+ £96 121.Wh8
5\xeB3 122. W5+ £f517 (122..5)f5 123.We2+ dhgb 124.Wd2+=) 123.We8+ shga 124.8f2=.

117. %98+ Hg7 118.8b3 Hie6 119.0h2 £16 120.82g1 &7 121.f1 Hig5 122.Wb6+ &6 123.8g1 h3 124.gxh3 £xh3
125.8d6 &5 126.802 93 127.9d5 g5 128.Wg8+ £96 129.Wd5+ £e5 130.Wd8+ sbh5 131.%d5 &5 132.Wf7+
shg4 133.Wg8+ D5 134.Wca £14 135.Wg8 £eb6 136.#g7 £f7 137.8d4 sbf5 138.Wc5+ &e5 139.1f8 g6 140.8c5
£16 141.d6 £c4 142.¥c6 £e6 143 Wd6 £04 144.8d5 &3+ 145.5f1 D7 146.8g1 Heb 147.¥g8+ b5 148.Wca+
hg5 149.Wg8+ Hgb 150.Wd5+ soh6 151.We6 5 152.Wf5 £f4 153.8f6 295 154.We6 shg7 155.Wd 7+ He7 156.%eb
£f6 157.50f1 shgb 158.s2g1 HF5 159 W8+ ©h5 160.Mf7+ g5 161. g8+ shid 162.8b8+ gl 163.Wgs+ £95
164.¥c8 £f6 165.Mg8+ ©f4 166.8b8+ 265 167.Wh4 H\d4 168.Mf8+ shgb 160.Mg8+ h6 170.Wf8+ £g7 171.#d6+
&h5 172.8h2+ sog5 173.Wg3+ 294 174.We3+ f5

O N w bk o N
e
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175.%d2? 121

Now the game is drawn according to the 50-move rule. The transmission showed 175.%d2 as the last move. Either a
mistake or else some fun from Shirov, aiming to claim adraw in the event of 175...2f3+.

Thisis one of the very few queen endings in which a passed pawn favours the opponent (the pieces). The reason is
logical and obvious; the pieces can stop a passed pawn while the queen cannot!

8
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A passed pawn is too much for the queen.

53.b6 W8 54.4/c5! £3 55.b7 ¥c7+ 56.£93 1-0

9
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When the pawn structures are not identical and there are passed pawn or mgjorities in general, the pieces are very
strong.
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59.h5!



Fixing the target on g7.
59...5e7 60.£b4+ b7 61.2c5 Wd8 62.g4!

Now the white pawn structure is safe and the white king can start his journey to the queenside, capturing the passed
black b-pawn. Then his material will tell. Also, we have to notice the ideal optimal piece co-operation and mutual
protection motifs.

62... g5 63.¢2g3 Wd2 64.8a3 g8 65.2c1 Wd1 66.5f4 b4 67.%e5 b3 68.¢2d4 Wc2 69.£b2 &h8 70.£c3!
Preparing sc4 and Hb2.
70..Wa2 71.£b2! ¥h1 72.¢c3 Wc2+ 73.5kb4 g8 74.ska3 Wc4 75.4¢1 1-0

Black resigned as he loses his only activity. White will return his king on the kingside and he will make a passed pawn
or simply attack the g7 target.

10

Lautier Joel
Gurevich Mikhail
Munich 1993
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Black has an extra pawn and active pieces; the win isin sight.
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N

54 .bxc6
54.b6?is ablunder: 54... N ed+ 55.¢he3 Hxc5—+.

54.bxc6 bxc6 55.¢2g2 Hd5 56.h4
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56...h5!

Not only fixing the pawn on the colour of the bishop, but avoiding weaknesses on the light squares after a white hS
push.

57.%h3 §f4+ 58.2h2 Hfe6 59.We7 h6 60.50h1 28 61.816 297 62.We7 £)8 63.8e3+ ©h7 64.Mes g8 65.82g2
£f6 66.22h3 Hde6! 67.Hxc6 &d4

Exchanging the queenside pawns will allow the pieces to concentrate on h4.

68.%d5 &xc5 69.%b7 £d4 70.8d5 h7 71.Wf3 &g7 72.Wf7 Hd4 73.5kg2 Hifeb 74.60h3 Hic5 75.We7 Hd3 76.9e3
Hed! 77.52g3

77.9xe6? Nfd+—+.

77..50e5 78.%h6 Nf8 79.Wd6 Hf7 80.We7 2e5+

80...20h6 wins as well: 81.82h3 )5 82.We8 g8 83.Wc6 Ld4—+.
81.h3 g7 82.¢2g2 Hh7 83.5h3 Hf6 84.We6 Hg8 0-1

White resigned: 85.%d7 £gh6 86.%e6 H\f5 87.Wd7 £f6—+.

QUEEN VSFOUR MINOR PIECES

Four minor pieces versus aqueen isawin for the piecesif they are the usual four minor pieces. Alexey Troitsky showed
that four knights win against a queen.

The other thing is that with so many pieces and moving parts, the *pieces side might have ‘ co-ordination’ problems.
That’swhy as a practical matter, human beings may not win with this kind of advantage.

The advantage of acomputer isthat it can calculate its way around co-ordination problems. If the minor piece synergies
indeed give the computer an advantage greater than a minor piece, the computer will find a way to bring thisextra



power to bear; a human being may not.

Back to practical games now. The pieces (pawnless or not) will try to mate or gain the queen for two of them -
remember that he must have at least bishop & knight - not two knights - remaining!

If there are pawns on the board, the pieces can prevail both easier and more securely, proving their power over the
lonely queen...

Example 1
Kling & Horwitz
Study 1851
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1.8c5

1.2c4isfaster: 1. Wgl 2.0 7+ g8 (2...50h7 3. g5+ ©h8 4.2g7#) 3.2h6 Wg6+ 4.5 bh7 5.2e6 Wgl (5...5298
6.2e7+ ©h7 7.0xg6) 6.2g5+ £h8 7.2g7#.

1205 &h7 2.0d7 Wal+ 3.2d4 Wa6+ 4.2.e6 Wa8 5.¢7! Wg8+ 6.¢ke7 Wa8 7.0 f8+ Wixf8+ 8.&xf8 1-0

An analysis from the 7-piece tablebase follows, starting from the ‘initial’ position:

Example 2
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1.5f3 ®as5+ 2.9\bd2 Wb4 3.5 e5 Wc3 4.0d3 #f6 5.8b2 Wha+ 6.¢ke2 Wh2+ 7.0 f2 ¥c7 8.82d4 ¢f8 9.0\ fed che7
10.¢ke3 d7 11.2c4 she7 12.2d5 Wd7 13.5f6 ¥c7 14.5f3 ¥cl+ 15.¢hed W8 16.2g5 Wc2+ 17.¢he5 Wc7+ 18.¢2f5
Wc2+ 19.00e4 ¥d1 20.8c5+ &d8 21.¢heb Wel 22.£b6+ c8 23.¢he7 We2 24.f7 Wf1 25.40c5 Wi4 26.2b7+ &b8
27.806 Wf5 28.Ha6+ &c8 29.£d7+
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The queenislost and the resulting ending of bishop & knight isatrivia win.

29...¥xd7+ 30.2xd7 €xd7 31.2b4 8 32.¢e6 b7 33.2d5 a6 34.£e3 b7 35.d6 &b8 36.skc6 a8 37.Dc7+
b8 38.£06 &c8 39.2a7 &d8 40.d5 e8 41.5hd6 &f7 42.0e7 g7 43.2e3 ©f6 44.814 &7 45.295 Re8 46.H)c6
b7 47.0e5+ he8 48.50c6 hf8 49.62d7 g7 50.82€7 g8 51.£h6 bh7 52.£f8 g8 53.2g4 &h7 54.¢f7 &h8

55.897+ &h7 56.f6# 1-0

1

Karlsson Lars
Akesson Ralf
Stockholm 2007
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The black pieces seem strong but the black king is weak.

37.¥g8+ &f6 38.Wh8+ te7

A try for something more than a draw.

39.¥xh6 £c5 40.h4?

Too optimistic. White should concentrate on defence with
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a b c de f gh

40.%xa6 Hxa3 41.Wd3 Hab5 42.6f1 £d4 43.f3=+,

40...2e4! 41.¥h8



| do not think that White will survive either after 41.%Wxa6 &xf2+ 42.¢bh2 &xg3+ 43.¢2h3 Hbds.
41..8xf2+ 42.¢bg2 &xg3 43.h5 &f4 44.a4 D6+ 45.8f1 Hc7

More harmonious seems 45...d6 46.h6 Led—+.

46.%c8

White should try 46.h6, although he will not survive after 46...&2c4+ 47.¢bgl 2e3+ 48.52g2 £d3 49.Wh8 &ed+ 50.56f1
Neb—+.

46...22xn5 47 Wg4 Hg3+ 48.skel Heb
The pieces are harmoniously placed, protecting each other!
49.%h4+ ¢d7 50.%h7 & c5 51.a5 Heed 0-1

And mate or material gain is near, so White resigned.

2

Skoberne Jure
Mestek Igor
Otocec 2006
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The black king triesto breath but the queenside pawns guarantee that there will be no stalemate!

‘\

A N w b OO N o
Q

R

\\x”x

47 Heg3

47.50f4 Wh2+ 48.cbe3 Wgl+ 49.¢bd2 Wg2+ 50.¢¢3 W3+ (50...Wxed 51.5\xh6+ oxg7 52.2xe4 oxh6 53.£f3+-)
51.2d4 Wd1+ 52.¢beb+—is quicker.

47.9eg3 5 48.bxc5 b5 49.c6!



Hoping for 49.cxb6? Wf3+ 50.¢bh4 Wgd+ 51.cbxg4 with stalemate!

49..Wa2
49...Wxc6 50.9e7+ oxg7 51.OXC6+—.
50.26e5 We6 51.¢7 8 52.0e4 b4 53.c8=W+ ¥Wxc8 54.2g7+ g8 55.0f6# 1-0



TWO QUEENSVSVARIOUSMATERIAL

A really very rare case but not completely senseless, as a promotion to a second queen on the board is not out of the
guestion!

In thislast chapter we will see some interesting cases with great practical value.

When we have two gqueens vs queen, the duo will ailmost always prevail. Of course there are some perpetual check and
stalemate cases to consider.

1
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L ever kusen 2001
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White iswinning, but...

74.%a7?

74.2b8 wins in approximately 19 moves!
74..¥eB8+! 75.b8=% Wc6+

Thisis adrawing mechanism to be remembered.
76.¥bb7 WeB+ 77.¥ab8 Wad+ V214

Black checks from the squares a4-c6-e8 and there is nothing White can do to prevent the perpetual check.

2

Carlsen Magnus
Gashimov Vugar
Monte Carlo 2011
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White iswinning, as Black’s checks cannot last.

83...Wd6+ 84.¢f7 Wd7+ 85.¢kg6 1-0

And Black resigned: 85...%e6+ 86.W/f6+.

3

Marin Mihail
Bedos Michel

France 1994
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79.b8=¥7?



79.%h8+! ¢bg2 80.b8=% would be an ‘easy’ win. Now Black grabs his chances.
79.b8=72 ¥d6+ 80.2b7 Wco+! 81.cka7 Wab+ 1oz

And there is nothing but stalemate after 82.5xa6.

Another interesting case is the two queens vs queen & rook ending. Of course the queen duo prevails, but not without
careful work and concrete calculations.

But in such alate phase of the game, time-trouble is areality and playing on the 30 seconds increment is more than a
probability; mistakes loom ominoudly...
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White is winning, although not without ‘ problems'.

79.. Bd4+

Or 79...Wd1+ 80.¢2g3 Wel+ 81.Wf2 We5+ 82.cbg2+—.

79...8d4+ 80.2h3?

80.¢2g3 was fine: 80...Wel+ 81.Wf2 We5+ 82.¢2g2 Wed+ 83.Wf3++—.
80...Wf1+

Now it'sadraw!

81.%hg2



No different is 81.62g3 Wf4+ 82.2g2 Wd2+ 83.cbh1 Wd1+ 84.Wggl Wf3+= but
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81.Wgg2?iseven losing: 81...Wf5+ 82.¢2g3 Wf4+ 83.¢bh3 Wha#.

A N w b OO N o

81...¥f5+ 82.22h2 Bh4+ 83.2gl Wc5+ 84.Wf2 Bh1+! YoY%

5

Vedmediuc Serghei
Gajewski Grzegorz
Eforie Nord 2010
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Promoting with check is highly important, as it allows the stronger side to be on move; afactor that it isdecisivein this
ending.

A N w b OO N




62.82b8 ¥g3+ 63.22a7 Wa3+ 0-1

Easier is 63...%g7+ 64.¢6b8 Wc6!. Anyway White resigned: 64.2a5 Wh7+ 65.2a6 Wad3+ 66.%xd3 Wxd3+—+.

Two queens vs queen & bishop or knight doesn’t seem too difficult to handle. The bishop/knight is rather weak for a
queen.

6

Vuckovic Bojan
Diamant Andre
Dresden 2008
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66...¥gl+ 67.2b5 Wa7
Checks are over and White isin command!

68.We5+ g2 69.Wc2+ ¢f1 70.¥cl+ g2 71.Wegs5+ ©h3 72.%f1+ 1-0

7

Meier Georg
Donchenko Alexander
Internet 2012
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91.Wb2+ el 92.¥bcl+!

Black was hoping for 92.W/xf3? Wd4+!=.

92...5bf2 93 ¥ixf3+ bxf3 94.%xgl 1-0

When the duo has to deal with a queen & two minor pieces, thereis only one clear plan: to exchange a pair of queens
and play the ending queen vs two minor pieces.

But even there the queen duo side has to examine if atheoretically-drawn position arises.

If the exchange cannot be made we usually have adraw, as the king of the queen duo cannot approach due to perpetual
check.

8

Mikhalevski Victor
Onischuk Vladimir
Stockholm 2016
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80.Wal+ she? 81.Wel+ Wed+

The ending is drawn, but in apractical game | would prefer 81...50e4 82.Wh5+ ke3 83.Wgl+ Hef2 84.Wgg5+ bd4 and
it doesn’t look as though White will win.

82.Wxed+ Hxed 83.shga Def2+ 84.8f5 ke3 85.Wa7+ e 86.Wh6 od2 87.%d4 ke 88.¢hg5 f3 89.¢f5 e
90.ske6 f3 91.¢2d5 N4+ 92.%ca H2d3?

A blunder. Something like 92...5)e2 should be OK.

93.%b3?

93.Wc3l.

93...f2 94.Wic3+ g4 95.We3 £12h3 96.¢bc4 &f5 97.Wc5+ chgd 98. b5 Ng5 99.¢kd4 Hge6+?
99...fe6+!.

100.s2e5 Hg5 101.¥d 7+ Hged 102.¥c8 f3 103. e thgd 104.¥b3 shh4 105.%f3 Hh3 106.52f6 Hhgs 107.#g2 h5
108.¥g1 sbh4 109.#g2 skh5 110.#h2 sogd 111 ¥ha+ Hf4 112.Wc4 Hged 113.Wed shg3 114.We3+ shgs 115.5e5
bh4 116.56f5 &h5 117.%e5 sbha 118.¥c3 1-0

9

Nguyen Duc Hoa
Hoang Canh Huan

Ho Chi Minh City 2013
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White wins, as the tablebases prove.

56.9ff2 Wd1+ 57.ke3+ Wc2

| would certainly prefer the stubborn 57...&b1!.
58.We2

58.Wxc2+! dhxc2 59.Wab! wins.

58...Wxe2+ 59.¢2xe2 2 Yo-ls

The ending isdrawn and it is analysed elsewhere in this book. The game ended in adraw on the 91st move.

The fight of the queen duo vsrook & minor pieces looks good, as one queen can be traded for valuable material.

Example 1
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1.¥d7+ De7

1..8e7 2.Wgd+—.

2.Wcc7 &f7 3.8f3

3.Wxe5 &xe5 4.f3 winsaswell.

3..Eg5 4.8cd6 Be5 5.8b8! g6 6.8bes+ g7 7.Wgd+ Bg5 8.8e6 25+ 9.ched 1-0

Two queens vs three minor pieces should be no trouble for the duo. In most cases one queen is traded for two minor
pieces and then the ending of queen vs minor pieceistrivial.

Example 2
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1.8c4 He7 2.¥g4 ©h7 3.6 g7 4.Wdd6 Hg8 5.Wc7+ He?
5...52h8 6.1 h3+.
6.¥cxe7+ &xe7 7.¥xe7+ 1-0

But when it comes to the fight vs four minor pieces | cannot see how to improve!

Example 3
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From a practical point of view White has few chances to prevail; best-case scenario will be to trade down to an endgame
of queen vs bishop & knight, when the winning positions are alot more abundant than with the other cases.

A N w b OO N o




1.8eg1 H)d5 2.Wf5 £16 3.8g4 Hde7 4.81d8 HHF5 5.Wc7 Hife7 6.8d6 Hd5 7.8gd7 Hge7? 8.8c5 Hf4 9.Mga+ Higs Yals

All the above-examined cases refer to pawnless positions, which are the most difficult in my opinion. Adding pawns
should be much easier for the queen duo, although we must always keep in mind that each position is unique and only
after concrete evaluation and cal culation can we draw safe conclusions,
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Efstratios Grivas (30.03.1966) is a highly experienced chess trainer and chess author. He has been awarded by the
International Chess Federation (FIDE) the titles of:

— International Chess Grandmaster
— FIDE Senior Trainer

— International Chess Arbiter

— International Chess Organizer

His main successes over the board were:

— Silver Medal Olympiad 1998 (3rd Board)

— Gold Medal European Team Championship 1989 (3rd Board)
— 4th Position World Junior Championship U.20 1985
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— 3 times Winner of the International ‘ Acropolis’ Tournament
— 28 times Winner of Greek Individual & Team Championships
— Winner of Various International Tournaments

— Among the 120 best players of the World in 1993

— Rating Record in 1999 *2528* (equal to today 2630~)

— An opening variation has been named after him. The ‘ Grivas Sicilian’ is characterised by the moves 1.e4 ¢5 2.5)f3
2\c6 3.d4 cxd4 4. xd4 b6

What he does/did:

— Secretary of the FIDE Trainers Commission

— Director of the FIDE Grivas International Chess Academy (Athens)

— Director of the UAE Chess Federation FIDE Academy (Abu Dhabi — 2015-2016)

— Technical Director of the Greek Chess Federation (1996-1999)
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—Head Trainer of the Turkish Men’'s National Team (2006-2012)

— Head Coach of the Greek Men’s National Team (2013)

—Head Coach of the Sri Lanka Men’s National Team (2014)

— Workshops with National Teams of Austria (Women), Jordan (Women), Mauritius (Men) and Sri Lanka (Men &
Women)

— Winner of the FIDE Boleslavsky Medal 2009 & 2015 (best author)

— Winner of the FIDE Euwe Medal 2011 & 2012 (best junior trainer)

— Winner of the FIDE Razuvaev Medal 2014 (Trainers' education)

— Trainer of Various GMs & IMs— In 2009-2011 alone, he formed 7 GMs!

— Trainer of the FIDE World Women Champion Antotaneta Stefanova

— Trainer of the FIDE World Junior Champion U.20 2012 Alex | patov

— Trainer of the Gold Medal Winner (Group D’) Team of Sri Lankain the 41st Chess Olympiad
— Worked over 12.000 hours on training!

— Officia Commentator of the FIDE World Rapid & Blitz Ch 2013

— Organiser of the European Y outh Championships 1999, FIDE Congress 2015 & Asian Nations Cup 2015
— Lecturer at over 65 FIDE Seminars for Training & Certifying Trainers
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