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The Shi rov Gam bit ver sus the Phi li dor

T_LdMl.t
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._.j.s._
_._.j._.
._.iI_I_
_.n._N_.
IiI_.i.i
r.bQkB_R

T_LdMl.t
jJjS_JjJ
._.j.s._
_._.j._.
._.iI_I_
_.n._N_.
IiI_.i.i
r.bQkB_R

Let’s play 5.g4!

In my opin ion, White is slightly better in the
main line Philidor af ter 1.e4 d6 2.d4 Àf6
3.Àc3 e5 4.Àf3 Àbd7 5.Ãc4 Ãe7  6.0-0  0-0
7.Õe1 c6 8.a4 a5. How ever, it is not so easy
to make some thing of this small edge against 
a player ex pe ri enced in de fend ing this type
of closed po si tion. The same goes for the
slightly better end ing af ter 4.dxe5.
When Shirov played 5.g4 in 2003 against
Azmaiparashvili the chess world looked on
in amaze ment. The fact that Shirov re peated
his line in sev eral games dem on strates that
this idea should to be taken se ri ously and is
any thing but a one-off nov elty.
Black has three dif fer ent meth ods of re -
spond ing to 5.g4. When Black ac cepts the

pawn on of fer with 5...Àxg4 then he must be
pre pared to walk through a ver i ta ble mine
field of tac ti cal traps. White’s com pen sa tion
de rives from the fact that Black’s king will
find it hard to reach a safe haven.
Black needs to keep the po si tion closed and
must seek counterplay against White’s pow -
er ful light-squared bishop. The cru cial game 
in my opin ion is Stevic-Sebenic, Nova
Gorica 2007.
It is pos si ble to ne glect 5.g4 with the sim ple
5...g6. Black moves his knight to h5 af ter 6.g5 
and then goes on to fianchetto his bishop. In
my opin ion, this re ac tion is a lit tle too sim ple.
White ob tains a better end ing as may be seen
from Nijboer-Strikovic, Calvia 2006.
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The third pos si bil ity is 5...h6. At first sight
this ap pears ri dic u lous as 6.g5 hxg5 7.Àxg5
gives White an un touch able knight on g5 –
the square f7 is ex tremely vul ner a ble. How -
ever, the cor rect re sponse was played in a
1999 game be tween Vaisser and Bauer:
Black must play 8...c6 threat en ing the an -
noy ing... ©b6 to trade queens.
In con clu sion, the whole 5.g4 line leads to
lively play with chances for both sides.
There is plenty of room for cre ativ ity and I
am cu ri ous how the Shirov Gam bit will de -
velop.
shisha

í Ale xey Shi rov
n John Shaw

Gi bral tar 2005

1.e4 d6 2.d4 Àf6 3.Àc3 e5 4.Àf3
Àbd7 5.g4 Àxg4 6.Õg1 Àgf6 7.Ãc4
h6 8.Ãe3 c6 9.dxe5 dxe5 10.©d3

T_LdMl.t
jJ_S_Jj.
._J_.s.j
_._.j._.
._B_I_._
_.nQbN_.
IiI_.i.i
r._.k.r.

T_LdMl.t
jJ_S_Jj.
._J_.s.j
_._.j._.
._B_I_._
_.nQbN_.
IiI_.i.i
r._.k.r.

10...Àh5?!
A mis take af ter 5...Àxg4 is nearly al most fa -
tal. Thus, one year later Shirov-Klinova, Gi -
bral tar 2006, went: 10...©c7? 11.Ãxf7+
®xf7 12.©c4+ ®e7 (no better is 12...®e8
13.©e6+ Ãe7 14.Õxg7 ©d6 15.©f7+ ®d8
16.Õd1 Õf8 17.Õxd6 Õxf7 18.Õxd7+ ®xd7
19.Õxf7 and White is two pawns up) 13.Àh4 
Àb6 14.Àg6+ ®e8 15.Ãxb6 axb6 16.Àxh8

g5 17.Àg6 Ãc5  18.0-0-0 and Black re -
signed.
In the game Berg-Seeman, Kusadasi 2006,
Black opted for 10...©e7. Af ter  11.0-0-0 g6
12.Àh4 White was ready to march with his
f-pawn and ea ger to sac ri fice some where.

T_L_Ml.t
jJ_SdJ_.
._J_.sJj
_._.j._.
._B_I_.n
_.nQb._.
IiI_.i.i
_.kR_.r.

T_L_Ml.t
jJ_SdJ_.
._J_.sJj
_._.j._.
._B_I_.n
_.nQb._.
IiI_.i.i
_.kR_.r.

– Seeman now played the timid 12...Õg8?!.
Af ter the force ful 13.f4 a6 14.Àf3 exf4
15.Ãxf4 b5 16.e5 bxc4 17.©xc4 White held
a huge ini tia tive. So Black went for the end -
ing af ter 17...©b4 (no good is 17...©c5
18.©e2 Àh5 19.e6 Àdf6 20.exf7+ ®xf7
21.Àe5+ ®g7 22.Ãe3 with a huge at tack)
18.©xb4 Ãxb4 19.exf6 Ãxc3 20.bxc3 Àxf6 
21.Ãxh6 Ãe6 22.Àd4. Al though Black may
not be lost, it is hard to de fend in prac tice and 
Berg won on move 30.
– The real ques tion is how White should re -
spond to 12...Àh5. The po si tional 13.Àg2 is
pos si ble to pre pare f2-f4. The sac ri fice
13.Ãxf7+ ©xf7 14.Àxg6 Àf4 15.Ãxf4 Õg8
16.Ãxe5 Õxg6 17.Õxg6 ©xg6 18.Ãg3 Àc5
is in ter est ing, but at best unclear.
In my opin ion, 10...b5 is the most prin ci pal
re ply. See the next game. Now we con tinue
with Shaw’s 10...Àh5?!.
11.Ãxf7+
Shirov im me di ately seeks to pun ish Black.
The sac ri fice may be good, but the re sult ing
po si tion is so com plex that a mis take is eas -
ily made.
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Mean while, White had the much more prac -
ti cal  11.0-0-0 at his dis posal. It is im por tant
that Black’s po si tional threat of 11...©f6
fails tac ti cally to the bru tal 12.Àb5! cxb5
(af ter 12...Àf4 13.Ãxf4 ©xf4+ 14.®b1
Black can no lon ger parry all the threats)
13.Ãxb5 ©e7 14.Àxe5 Àf6 15.f4! a6
16.Ãc5! ©xc5 17.Àxd7 Ãxd7 18.Ãxd7+
®d8 19.e5 and White’s at tack is too strong.
11...®xf7 12.Àxe5+ Àxe5 13.©xd8
Àf3+ 14.®d1 Àxg1 15.®c1 Àh3
16.f4 Ãc5 17.©c7+ Ãe7 18.Ãc5 Õe8
19.f5 ®f8 20.Ãxe7+ Õxe7 21.©d8+
®f7 22.b3 Àf6

T_Lq._._
jJ_.tMj.
._J_.s.j
_._._I_.
._._I_._
_In._._S
I_I_._.i
r.k._._.

T_Lq._._
jJ_.tMj.
._J_.s.j
_._._I_.
._._I_._
_In._._S
I_I_._.i
r.k._._.

23.®b2?
White is still better af ter 23.©d4 Àg4
24.®b2 Àe5. The text al lows a neat draw ing
mo tif.
23...Àg5 24.Õg1 Õd7 25.©h8 Õe7
26.©d8 Õd7 27.©h8 Õe7 ½-½
steseb

í Hrvo je Ste vic
n Ma tej Se be nik

Nova Go ri ca 2007

1.e4 d6 2.d4 Àf6 3.Àc3 e5 4.Àf3
Àbd7 5.g4 Àxg4 6.Õg1 Àgf6 7.Ãc4
h6
It is dan ger ous to give up the cen tre with
7...exd4. White de vel ops fast af ter 8.©xd4,
while 8.Àxd4 also gives him a big ini tia tive.

8.Ãe3 c6 9.dxe5
This is the cor rect mo ment to fix the pawn
struc ture. Oth er wise Black will ob tain ad di -
tional pos si bil i ties. An at tempt to cir cum -
vent the game with 9.©d3?! has a con trary
ef fect af ter 9...b5 10.Ãb3 a5 11.d5 a4
12.dxc6 axb3 13.cxd7+ ©xd7 14.cxb3 b4
and Black is better.
9...dxe5 10.©d3 b5 11.Ãb3
Here 11.Ãxf7+?! fails to 11...®xf7
12.Àxe5+ Àxe5! 13.©xd8 Àf3+ 14.®d1
Àxg1 15.®c1 Ãe7 16.©c7 (very bad is
16.©xh8 Ãb7 17.©xa8 Ãxa8 and Black has 
a won po si tion) 16...Ãg4! 17.Ãc5 Õhe8 and
his ac tiv ity guar an tees Black an edge.
11...a5

T_LdMl.t
_._S_Jj.
._J_.s.j
jJ_.j._.
._._I_._
_BnQbN_.
IiI_.i.i
r._.k.r.

T_LdMl.t
_._S_Jj.
._J_.s.j
jJ_.j._.
._._I_._
_BnQbN_.
IiI_.i.i
r._.k.r.

In my opin ion this is the crit i cal po si tion of
the whole 5.g4 com plex.
12.a4 bxa4
If 12...b4? then 13.©c4 ©e7 14.©xc6 Õb8
15.Àb5 and White wins.
13.Ãc4?!
White wants to keep his at tack ing bishop,
but Black’s re sponse in the game is ex cel -
lent.
The stan dard 13.Ãxf7+? is bad due to
13...®xf7 14.©c4+ ®e8 15.Àh4 (15.©e6!?)
15...g5 16.Àg6 Õg8 17.©e6+ Ãe7 18.Àxe7
©xe7 19.©xc6 Õb8 and Black has noth ing to 
fear.
In case of 13.Õxa4 Ãa6 14.Ãc4 Ãxc4
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15.©xc4 ©c8 White has no good fol low-up.
Cor rect is 13.Àxa4. From now on White will 
al ways have struc tural com pen sa tion due to
Black’s in fe rior pawn struc ture. Play might
con tinue 13...Ãa6 14.Ãc4 (again tak ing on
f7 is wrong: 14.Ãxf7+ ®xf7 15.©b3+ ®e8
16.©e6+ ©e7 17.©xc6 ©b4+) 14...Ãxc4
15.©xc4 g6  16.0-0-0 ©c7

T_._Ml.t
_.dS_J_.
._J_.sJj
j._.j._.
N_Q_I_._
_._.bN_.
.iI_.i.i
_.kR_.r.

T_._Ml.t
_.dS_J_.
._J_.sJj
j._.j._.
N_Q_I_._
_._.bN_.
.iI_.i.i
_.kR_.r.

I think that chances are equal in the di a -
grammed po si tion. White has all sorts of
pos si bil i ties to make some thing of his slight
edge in de vel op ment. Let’s con tinue our
analysis:
17.Àc5 (ad ven tur ous play ers will like
17.Àh4?! Ãe7 18.Àxg6 fxg6 19.Õxg6 with
an un clear game) 17...Õd8! (this is best. The
naïve 17...Ãe7? fails to 18.Àxd7 Àxd7
19.Õxd7 ©xd7 20.Àxe5 ©e6 21.©xe6 fxe6 
22.Õxg6 and White wins) 18.Àxd7 Õxd7
(better than 18...Àxd7? when White has
19.Õxg6 fxg6 20.©e6+ Ãe7 21.©xg6+ ®f8 
22.Ãxh6+ Õxh6 23.©xh6+ ®f7 24.©h7+
®f8 25.Õg1 and wins) and now for ex am ple
19.Ãd2 with equal ity:
– 19...Ãb4 20.Ãxb4 axb4 21.©xb4 c5
22.Õxd7 Àxd7 23.©b3.
– or 19...Ãg7 20.Ãc3 Õxd1+ 21.Õxd1 Àd7
22.©a4  0-0 23.©xa5 ©b7 24.Àxe5 Àxe5
25.Ãxe5 Ãxe5 26.©xe5 Õa8.
So let us see what is wrong with Stevic’s
move in the game 13.Ãc4.

T_LdMl.t
_._S_Jj.
._J_.s.j
j._.j._.
J_B_I_._
_.nQbN_.
.iI_.i.i
r._.k.r.

T_LdMl.t
_._S_Jj.
._J_.s.j
j._.j._.
J_B_I_._
_.nQbN_.
.iI_.i.i
r._.k.r.

13...a3!
This move in con nec tion with his next free
the a5-square for Black’s queen when Black
can mo bi lize his pieces quickly.
14.bxa3 a4 15.Àh4 ©a5 16.Ãd2 Ãa6
17.Àd5 cxd5 18.Ãxa5 Ãxc4 19.©h3
Õxa5 20.Õb1 Àxe4 21.Õb8+ Àxb8
22.©c8+ ®e7 23.©c7+ ®e6 24.©xa5 
Ãc5 25.Õg4 Ãxf2+
With three mi nor pieces and three pawns for
White’s queen Black is com pletely win ning. 
He won on move 47.
leedut

í Koen Leen houts
n Marc Du tree uw

Bel gi um tt 2006/07

1.e4 d6 2.d4 Àf6 3.Àc3 e5 4.Àf3
Àbd7 5.g4 Àxg4 6.Õg1 exd4

T_LdMl.t
jJjS_JjJ
._.j._._
_._._._.
._.jI_S_
_.n._N_.
IiI_.i.i
r.bQkBr.

T_LdMl.t
jJjS_JjJ
._.j._._
_._._._.
._.jI_S_
_.n._N_.
IiI_.i.i
r.bQkBr.
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7.Àxd4
Here ev ery body al ways au to mat i cally takes
back on d4. How ever, in my opin ion 7.Ãg5
is a dan ger ous option:
– in case of 7...Àdf6 8.©xd4, or 7...Àgf6
8.©xd4, White de vel ops fast and has dan -
ger ous at tack ing chances.
– 7...Ãe7?! is bad due to 8.Ãxe7 ©xe7
9.Àd5 ©xe4+ 10.©e2 Àe3! 11.Àxc7+ ®d8 
12.Àxa8 (eas ier to eval u ate is 12.fxe3 ®xc7
13.Àxd4 ©h4+ 14.Õg3 Àe5 15.©d2 with
an at tack for White) 12...Àxc2+ 13.®d2
©xe2+ 14.Ãxe2 Àxa1 15.Àxd4 and in all
like li hood White has a good po si tion.
– 7...f6 8.Àxd4 Àxf2 9.©e2 Àe5 10.Ãf4
Àfg4 11.h3 g5 12.Ãg3 c6 (not 12...Àh6
13.©h5+ with an edge in de vel op ment for
White and play on the light squares) 13.hxg4 
©b6  14.0-0-0 Ãxg4 15.©f2! Ãxd1 and now 
White wins af ter the spec tac u lar 16.Àd5!
cxd5 17.©xf6 Àc6 18.Ãb5 Ãe2 19.exd5
Ãxb5 20.dxc6.
7...Àde5 8.h3 Àf6 9.Ãe3 c5 10.Àb3
Ãe6 11.f4 Àc4 12.©f3
En tirely pos si ble was 12.Ãxc4 Ãxc4
13.©f3 ©b6  14.0-0-0  0-0-0 15.Ãf2 fol -
lowed by Ãh4 with a good game.

T_.dMl.t
jJ_._JjJ
._.jLs._
_.j._._.
._S_Ii._
_Nn.bQ_I
IiI_._._
r._.kBr.

T_.dMl.t
jJ_._JjJ
._.jLs._
_.j._._.
._S_Ii._
_Nn.bQ_I
IiI_._._
r._.kBr.

12...©b6?!
I see noth ing against the greedy 12...Àxb2!.
Af ter 13.Ãb5+ Àd7 14.Ãc1 Àc4 15.f5 Àe5
16.©g3 Ãc4 17.Ãxc4 Àxc4 18.Ãf4

White’s com pen sa tion is neg li gi ble.
 13.0-0-0  0-0-0 14.Ãf2 g6 15.Àa4?!
Cor rect was 15.Ãh4 Ãe7 16.Ãxc4 Ãxc4
17.Àd2 ©a6 18.e5 Àg8 19.Àde4 Ãxh4
20.©g4+.
15...©c6 16.Àaxc5 dxc5 17.Õxd8+
®xd8 18.©c3 Ãe7 19.Ãxc4 Ãxc4
20.©xc4 ©xe4 21.©c3 Õe8 22.Àxc5
©xf4+ 23.Ãe3 ©c7 24.Õf1 ®c8
25.Ãd4 Àd7 26.Àxd7 ©xc3 27.Ãxc3 
Ãg5+ 28.®b1 ®xd7 29.Õxf7+
And the game ended in a draw on move 43.
nijstr

í Fri so Nijbo er
n Alek sa Stri ko vic

Cal via 2006

1.e4 d6 2.d4 Àf6 3.Àc3 e5 4.Àf3
Àbd7 5.g4 g6 6.g5 Àh5 7.Ãe3 Ãg7
8.©d2

T_LdM_.t
jJjS_JlJ
._.j._J_
_._.j.iS
._.iI_._
_.n.bN_.
IiIq.i.i
r._.kB_R

T_LdM_.t
jJjS_JlJ
._.j._J_
_._.j.iS
._.iI_._
_.n.bN_.
IiIq.i.i
r._.kB_R

8...c6
Af ter  8...0-0  9.0-0-0, the game Lastin-
 Azmaiparashvili, Tri poli Wch 2004, con tin -
ued with the sui cidal 9...f5?, af ter 10.exf5
Õxf5 Lastin played 11.dxe5. Best would
have been 11.Ãe2! ©f8 12.Àh4 Õf4 13.Àg2 
exd4 14.Àxf4 dxc3 15.©d5+ ®h8 16.Ãxh5
Àb6 17.©b3 gxh5 18.Àxh5 and wins.
In ter est ing, but also in cor rect, is 9...Àb6?!
10.dxe5 Ãg4 11.Ãe2 Àc4 (11...Ãxf3 is eas -
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ier to re fute: 12.Ãxf3 Àc4 13.©e2 Àxe3
14.©xe3 Ãxe5 15.Àe2! Àg7 16.Ãg2 Àe6
17.f4 Àxf4 18.Àxf4 ©xg5 19.Õhf1 Ãxf4
20.Õxf4 ©xg2 21.Õh4 and White wins)
12.Ãxc4 Ãxf3 13.exd6 cxd6 (af ter
13...©xd6 14.©xd6 cxd6 15.Ãd5 White has 
lots of squares and the ini tia tive) and with
his con trol over square d5 and his ac tive
pieces White must be better.
I there fore con clude that 9...c6 is best to
trans pose into the main game.
 9.0-0-0  0-0
9...©a5 has no in de pend ent mean ing – af ter
10.dxe5 Black must take back with the
pawn: 10...dxe5 (10...Àxe5? fails to
11.©xd6 Àxf3 12.Õd5) 11.Ãh3  0-0.
10.dxe5
In fe rior is 10.®b1?! ©a5 11.d5 c5 12.Àb5
©b6 13.a4 Àb8 14.Àe1 ©d8 15.Ãe2 a6
16.Àa3 b5 and Black’s at tack is faster, Leon
Hoyos-Hernandez, Mex ico City 2006.

T_Ld.tM_
jJ_S_JlJ
._Jj._J_
_._.i.iS
._._I_._
_.n.bN_.
IiIq.i.i
_.kR_B_R

T_Ld.tM_
jJ_S_JlJ
._Jj._J_
_._.i.iS
._._I_._
_.n.bN_.
IiIq.i.i
_.kR_B_R

10...dxe5
Bad is 10...Àxe5? 11.Àxe5 Ãxe5 12.Ãe2
©a5 13.f4 Ãxc3 14.©xc3 ©xc3 (White has
a great at tack af ter 14...©xa2 15.Ãc4 ©a4
16.®b1) 15.bxc3 d5 16.exd5 Õe8 17.Õhe1!
(ex cel lent, the in va sion on the 8th rank guar -
an tees a big edge) 17...Õxe3 18.Ãxh5 Õxe1
(in suf fi cient is 18...Õxc3 19.Õd3 Õc4
20.Õe8+ ®g7 21.Ãe2) 19.Õxe1 Ãd7 (in
case of 19...gxh5 White has 20.Õe8+ ®g7

21.d6 and wins) 20.Ãf3 and White has a su -
pe rior position.
11.Ãh3 ©c7
An im por tant al ter na tive is 11...©a5
12.Ãxd7 Õd8 13.Àa4! ©xd2+ (the point is
that 13...©xa4? fails to 14.Ãxc6 Õxd2
15.Ãxa4; pos si ble is 13...©a6 14.©d3
©xd3 15.Õxd3 Õxd7 16.Õa3! Õd8 17.h3!
Ãf8 18.Ãc5 Ãxc5 19.Àxc5 but White re -
tains an edge) 14.Àxd2 Ãxd7 15.Àc5 b6
16.Àxd7 Õxd7 17.Àc4 Õad8 18.Õxd7 Õxd7 
19.Õd1 Õxd1+ 20.®xd1 and White is better
in the end ing.
12.©d6 ©xd6 13.Õxd6 Àb6 14.Ãxc8

T_B_.tM_
jJ_._JlJ
.sJr._J_
_._.j.iS
._._I_._
_.n.bN_.
IiI_.i.i
_.k._._R

T_B_.tM_
jJ_._JlJ
.sJr._J_
_._.j.iS
._._I_._
_.n.bN_.
IiI_.i.i
_.k._._R

14...Õfxc8?!
More ac cu rate is 14...Õaxc8 15.b3 Õcd8 (the 
op ti mis tic 15...f5 16.a4 fxe4 17.Àd2 Àf4
18.Àdxe4 is also better for White) 16.Õhd1
(16.Õxd8 Õxd8 17.Õd1 trans poses to the
game) 16...Õxd6 17.Õxd6 f6 18.a4 fxg5
19.Àxg5 Àf4 20.a5 and White has a large
ad van tage.
15.b3 Õd8 16.Õxd8+?!
This is un nat u ral. In stead, 16.Õhd1 Õxd6
17.Õxd6 f5 18.a4 Õf8 19.Ãc5! would have
given White a lovely po si tion.
16...Õxd8 17.Õd1 Õxd1+ 18.Àxd1 f6
No good is 18...f5? be cause of 19.exf5 gxf5
20.Ãxb6 axb6 21.Àe3.
19.h4?
Af ter this loss of time Black is able to take
over the ini tia tive in the end ing. White had to 
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con tinue with his plan by means of 19.Àb2
h6 20.h4 hxg5 21.hxg5 f5 22.exf5 gxf5
23.Ãxb6 axb6 24.Àc4 e4 25.Àh4 f4 and
White still holds the better chances.
19...®f7 20.Àb2 f5 21.Ãxb6 axb6
22.Àc4 ®e6 23.Àxb6 fxe4 24.Àd2
Ãf8 25.Àxe4 ®f5 26.f3 ®f4 27.Àd2
Black is also better af ter 27.Àd7 Ãa3+
28.®d1 ®xf3 29.Àd2+ ®g4 30.Àc4 Ãb4
31.Àcxe5+ ®xh4 32.Àd3.
27...Àg3 28.Àd7 Ãe7 29.Àc4 Àf5
30.Àa5 Àxh4 31.Àxb7 Àxf3 32.a4 e4 
33.Àdc5 Àd4?
Black had an easy win with 33...e3. In the
game White won af ter mu tual in ac cu ra cies.

í Ana to ly Vais ser
n Chris ti an Bau er

Be sançon ch-FRA 1999

1.e4 d6 2.d4 Àf6 3.Àc3 Àbd7 4.g4
Note the move or der. Now Black has to de -
fend with 4...h6. The game trans poses to 1.e4
d6 2.d4 Àf6 3.Àc3 e5 4.Àf3 Àbd7 5.g4 h6.
4...h6 5.Àf3 e5 6.g5 hxg5 7.Àxg5
exd4 8.©xd4

T_LdMl.t
jJjS_Jj.
._.j.s._
_._._.n.
._.qI_._
_.n._._.
IiI_.i.i
r.b.kB_R

T_LdMl.t
jJjS_Jj.
._.j.s._
_._._.n.
._.qI_._
_.n._._.
IiI_.i.i
r.b.kB_R

8...c6!
This flex i ble move is best. In Nepom ni -
achtchi-Hautot, Fügen 2006, 8...Àe5?! led
to a clearly in fe rior game af ter 9.Ãe2 Ãe7
10.f4 Àfg4 11.h3 Àh6 12.Õg1 Àc6 13.©d3

Àg8 14.Ãe3 f6 15.Àf3 Ãf8  16.0-0-0.
9.Ãf4
White has lots of pos si bil i ties here, but it is
not so easy to de ter mine which move is best.
The text is log i cal: White con trols square e5, 
thereby threat en ing 10.Ãc4, at tack ing pawn
d6 and de vel op ing a piece.
The al ter na tives are less good:
– 9.f4 Àh7! (a stan dard move in the ...h6
vari a tion; bad is 9...d5? 10.exd5 Ãc5
11.©d3  0-0 12.Ãd2 with an at tack) 10.Àf3
(not 10.Àxh7? ©h4+) 10...©b6 with an un -
clear po si tion.
– 9.Ãc4? is bad be cause of 9...Àe5 10.Ãe2.
9...Àg4 10.Ãe2?!
A com plex po si tion. I be lieve that White ob -
tains an edge if he suc ceeds in cas tling
queenside with out al low ing the ex change of
queens. That is why I would rec om mend
10.f3 and now 10...Àge5  11.0-0-0 ©b6
12.©d2 Ãe7 13.Ãe2 is per haps not en tirely
clear, but I would prefer White.
10...©b6
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11.Õd1?
This is a mis take, but 11.©xb6 Àxb6
12.Õg1 Àe5  13.0-0-0 f6 14.Àf3 g5 is also
better for Black.
11...©xd4 12.Õxd4 Àde5 13.Ãg3 f6
14.Àf3 Ãe6  15.0-0 g5 16.Õfd1 Àxf3+
17.Ãxf3 Àe5 18.Ãe2 Ãe7 19.a4 a5
With a clear po si tional edge for Black, who
won on move 54.
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