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PREFACE

Prior to this one, I had written three books dedicated to chess openings. When
I was offered the chance to write a book for Thinkers Publishing, I had no
particular idea on what to write about within that area and I wanted to try
something (a bit —I am not that foolish!) new.

My lazy side prompted me to think that a collection of my games could do
the trick, since, based on statistics, among my average of some hundred clas-
sical games per year, a certain proportion of them should be of interest. At
least I hope.

I found the idea to switch sides. By this, I mean to look at games from White’s
perspective and then from Black’s. A rather interesting concept, as things
often appear quite different, depending on the viewpoint. If one searches for
videos showing a joint analysis of elite players, one may often see them com-
pletely disagree on certain positions, both of them claiming he stood, or would
have stood, better here or there. And, more than likely, had the colours been
swapped, the very same players would also have preferred “their side”; while
the engine found the game more or less balanced from beginning to end :).
There is a famous anecdote involving an ex-World Champion, who would label
the same position as better for one side or the other, depending on whether
he was conducting the White or Black pieces. The justification being: he knew
what to do (the plans) for both sides!

On a more serious note, when playing a game, one can hardly expect to be
completely objective. Given one’s personality, a certain player may have a pes-
simistic or optimistic tendency, often find his ideas and decisions justified
while they are in fact questionable, or vice versa. Looking at a game from
White’s standpoint and then from Black’s, aims, in my view, at diminishing
the subjective portion of the analysis, even though one will often naturally feel
more sympathy for one camp or the other in a given position.

At some points throughout the book, I make some comparisons with better-
known openings, to illustrate where some ideas may have been borrowed from
and to facilitate the reader’s pattern recognition. For instance, in Bauer-Valles
from chapter 4, the position we reached out of the opening had significant



similarities with a certain line from the Trompowsky. I also tried to offer di-
versity early on in the analysis of these games in order to suit readers of either
a solid or a more daring style.

There is, at times, little justification behind some subjective choices. In general,
I always try to win. It remains true, however, that decisions made over a chess
board by professionals may often be subject to external factors such as prizes,
tournament situation or prestige. The result of this is that while I believe my
decisions to have been rational, I did not take unconsidered risks to “win at
all costs”.



CHAPTER 1. THE INGREDIENTS
OF AN EXCHANGE-SACRIFICE

In general, an exchange-sacrifice,
when objectively correct, or at the
least “interesting” from a practi-
cal point of view, doesn’t come out
of nowhere. There are, on the con-
trary, good reasons why in a given
situation such a material investment
proves justified. These reasons can
vary greatly in nature, and some-
times accumulate. For instance, get-
ting a harmonious position, where
the pieces are well coordinated,
or in order to start an attack fast-
er than if one had decided to care
more about material. A psycholog-
ical aspect is also often attached to
an exchange-sacrifice: by investing
material, one side acquires activi-

ty while his rival tends to turn into
“the defender”.

In Bauer-Shengelia, my exchange-sac-
rifice is to be seen more as a lesser evil
than a well-planned material invest-
ment. It did, however, have the mer-
it of changing the game’s character,
and although White’s compensation
wasn’t sufficient, Black’s conversion
task proved difficult due to his nu-
merous weaknesses.

Bauer-Bacrot: Here, I would say that
sacrificing the exchange was the re-

sult of a gradual process by which
White tried to maintain the pressure.
My decision (playing 21.Ebs — after
which there was no turning back)
seemed to me the best way to pose
Black some real problems. Similar-
ly to my game against Lai, I felt that
a more materialistic approach would
have given my opponent some re-
spite. Moreover, given the “history”
of the game, I believed there was
a way for White to maintain his ad-
vantage. Some concrete factors aid-
ed my decision: White’s space ad-
vantage, the great knight on fs, the
fact that my opponent’s rooks were
lacking open files, and finally his
loose queenside pawns.

In Bauer-Hansen, I was at the re-
ceiving end of the rather late ex-
change-sacrifice 22...2xf3, which
gave Black a pawn and the sounder
pawn-structure. The sacrifice itself
was correct, but in time-trouble my
opponent failed to defend his King
carefully enough. I was eventually
lucky, in the sense that my coun-
terplay was direct and easy to car-
ry out.

In Bauer-Halkias, the decision to
part with an exchange was a fair-
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ly light one. In return, White got
a pawn, a fearsome bishop-pair
and a powerful attack on the ene-
my King. Had he tried to hang on
to his material, unpleasant conces-
sions would have been inevitable.

Bauer-Burmakin: In this game,
I wasn’t exactly sure of what was go-
ing on strategically, both sides dis-
posing of their own strengths. There
was certainly some psychology in-
volved behind 21.Ees!?, after which
Black could no longer continue the
plan to transfer his knight to the e4
square. Thus, he had to adapt to the
changed nature of the position.

In Lai-Bauer, I regard the White set-
up as “inviting” his opponent to at-
tack as early as the opening phase.
Indeed, while White is rather sol-
id, the way he develops his pieces
allows his opponent to deploy an
aggressive configuration: the bish-
op pair is eyeing the enemy King,
the knight on e5 is very well placed,
Black also enjoys a semi-open f-file
and his queen can join the assault
via e8 and hs. For those reasons,
Black got tempted to spice things
up with the sharp 14... £ xa3, rather
than having to retreat.

The white King stuck in the cen-
tre, as well as my desire not to allow
my opponent to attack, prompted
the moves 15... 2d8 followed by 1...

Exd3 in the game Beukema-Bau-
er. This left Black with a harmoni-
ous position with well-coordinated
pieces, whereas the vulnerable white
King remained an issue for him un-
til the end.

Finally, in Admiraal-Bauer, the
compensation was mainly due to
Black’s firm control over the dark-
squares. That, added to the ex-
tra-pawn and bishop pair, made
Black’s position more attractive.

There is a common feature in the
aforementioned games (except
from in Bauer-Shengelia): the ex-
change-sacrifice enabled the side
with this slight material deficit to
seize the initiative.

1

> C. Bauer (2618)
» D. Shengelia (2523)
Dresden 2007

FROM WHITE’S POINT OF VIEW

1.e4 ¢5 2.3 d6 3.c3 916 4.h3

The aim of this little pawn-move is
to avoid ... g4 rather than to tempt
Black to grab the central pawn with
4..202xe4?? (which fails to 5. Wag+,
followed by a “thank you™!).
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4. £d3 with the idea £d3-c2 and d2-
d4, is playable as well. For instance:

4..284

- N Wk~ U1 Oy

5.2c2

[5.h3 &hs5 (5..2xf3 6.Wxf3 &ic6
7.0-0 Ddy 8.2bs5 g6 9.Bd1 £g7=
Svidler,P (2735)-Vallejo Pons,F
(2686) Monte Carlo (rapid) 2005.)
6.£c2 HNc6 7.d3 e6 8..bdz ds
9.We2 &e7 10.9f1 0-o0 with equal
chances in Svidler,P (2765)-Gri-
schuk,A (2717) Moscow (blitz)
2006. (Instead of his last move,
Black could also have altered the
pawn-structure by means of 10...c4;
or 10...Was, intending 11. £ d2 c4)]

5..4)¢6 6.d3
8
7
6
5
4
3
2
12«@@3‘%’@ @ﬁ

6..e6 (6...2xf3!? at once seems
strange, but if Black wishes to con-
tinue with ...g7-g6, it is quite justified.
Indeed, after 6...g6 7.2 bd2 £g7 8.h3
£ xf3 9.2)xf3, White saves some tem-
pi on preparing the d3-d4 advance.
Taking on f3 immediately, Black does
not give White time to play £)bd2 and
capture on f3 with the Knight. 7 %xf3
g6 8.49d2 2g7 9.0-0 0-0 10.%We2
bs 11.a3 a5 12.20f3 Hdy 13.Ed1 Wbe
14. 2 e3= Nevednichy,V (2590)-Kozu-
1,Z (2597) Warsaw 2013; White dis-
poses of the two Bishops and will
eventually achieve d3-d4.) 7.4 bd2
£e7 8h3 £hs 9. Wez Wey 10.g4 £g6
11.29h4 £dy= Duda,] (2645)-Gajew-
ski,G (2646) Dresden 2016.

4...%)c6

[ ek X
Urery %x///x
6 %m% a

////// % //,,,%/ 7
51 & % /@
4 /M%} . _
d B A B
QA B RA
NeWH o

While 5.d3 is a bit timid, the gambit
5.d4 has been out of fashion for a long
time. 5...cxd4 6.cxd4 D xe4 7.ds Was+
This check is the reason why Black
needed to insert ...cxd4 cxd4 (other-



12 CANDIDATE MOVES

wise, removing the Knight from c6
would have ran into Wa4+, takes e4).
8.22¢c3 Dxc3 9.bxcs Les

E%g/@;ﬂ T
43 iii

7/ //

/ 8;//// %/

n %w7 .
_ 4w%@%g
& e

,,,,, 2WEs H

abcdefgh

W RN
Q\"‘lﬂ!\ﬁ

_.N(AJbU’!O\\ICO

10.5)xe5

[On 10.%b3 Black best reply is 10...
Dxf3+! (Instead 10...20d7? 11. £.e3
gave White enough compensation
in Okhotnik,V (2467)-Koepke,C
(2404) Austria 2012.) 11.gxf3 &dy
with a clear plus.]

10.. Wxc3+ 11. £d2 Wxes+ 12. £e2 g6

[12...%xd5!? 13.0-0 €6 (or 13...€5)
should also be better for Black.
Even though White will gener-
ate some activity, three pawns is
a heavy deficit.]

13.0-0 2g7 14.2bs+ 8 15.Wf3
(or 15.EZc1 WxdsF If Black achieves
..hs, . .2f6 and ..&g7 convert-
ing the extra material will only be
a matter of time.) 15...hs 16.2ac1 a6
17.£d3 £g4! 18.hxgq hxgq 19.Wg3
Wxg3 20.fxg3 £d4+ 21.Ef2 Ehs+
Kaforos,D (2213)-Banikas,H (2617)
Athens 2010.

5...85'¢

8% g@@% E
|4 %x%z
6 /m/ a
5%// 7// ,,,,,, Z/*/Z

V™ & % ////// %
3W/ 5&7 / A
2 /é‘/ /g? /g? A %
Easwe™ =

a b ¢ d e f g h

6.2c2

The over-cautious 6. £e2?!, antici-
pating the pin that arises from ...g5-
g4 hxgq £xg4q, isn’t convincing.
From a strategical point of view,
Black is happy to trade his flank-
pawn for White’s central one. There-
fore, 6...5)xe4 seems the more prin-
cipled continuation to me: 6...g4 (6...
Pxeq! 7.d3 &)f6 8. £ xgs EZg8!? Not
fearing 9. £ xf6 exf6F when White
cannot conveniently protect g2 and
Black has the pair of Bishops) 7.hxg4
£xg4 8.d4?! (In my opinion, White
should have focused on his superior
pawn-structure and have stabilized
his centre with 8.d3) 8...cxd4 9.cxd4
ds Vandenbussche,T (2401)-Mesh-
kov,Y (2354) Baku 2016.(Instead of
his last move, Black could also have
opted for complications: 9...5) xeq
10.d5 Was+o)

6...84 7.hxgq &xg4
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i
/////// B
e
ﬁi%%

». &/;
/zz%z

g h

My Knight being pinned, the cen-
tral thrust 8.d4?! seemed over-am-
bitious. Indeed, after 8...cxd4 9.cxd4
Whe (9...e5?! 10. £a4 is a bit better
for White according to the engine.
After 9...%b6, White can’t maintain
his central duo and must advance.)
10.d5 Dess

8...d5 9. We2

9.23bd2 would likely have had the
same result, except that White
would have deprived himself of
the possibility to develop his dark-
squared Bishop first.

9...%a5 10..\bd2

White had to parry 10..£)d4, but in
that respect 10.0-0? would of course
have been foolish with the semi-
open g-file. 10... Eg8—

10...0-0-0

& =
£ E

,,,,,,,

////// 41 2
m%?@ﬁf%

8
7
6
W% &
" TY
4
3
2

///////////////

11.exds

White wasn’t quite ready to advance
in the centre, which the following
line demonstrates:

a) 11.e5?! Ady 12.29b3 Wh6 13.d4
cxd4 14.cxd4 £xf3 15.Wxf3 Hxdg
16. Wc3+ &H)c6;

b) 11.22b3, on the other hand, de-
served serious attention: 11...%b6
12.24! (12. &d2 hs; 12. £ g5 dxeq — or
12...2g8!? —13.dxe4 h5 led to un-
clear positions.) After 12.a4 Black
may have tried to sharpen the game
with 12...c4 13.a5 Wcy 14.dxc4 dxeq
15. £xe4 9xe4 16. Wxey,

%}%/W/ /
" >
A >

%&/@/g/
D /@/

A %M,,,, /é/
HE &4 & B

a b c de f gh

- N W A~ OO
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but White seems to have the up-
per hand, even after the funny 16...
Wes!? 17.\bd2 Wxeq+ 18.20xe4 Hes
19.20d4 Dxc4 2032

11...20xd5 12. We4?!
I should have favoured 12.%c4 %Wcy
13. 224, even if the position after 13...

h5!? remains complex.

12...hs 13.20¢c4 Wcy 14.2a4 &g7
15.2d2 es5

W
%/xéez

//////////// //i

% %
% 5/ 5

A B é%
1" g i

16. £x¢c67?!

N UJE“; [S2 )}
> \\
@

16.0-0—-0 was a tad better, for a sub-
tle reason. Indeed, after 16...f5 (16...
f6! might be best here.) 17.We2 Ede8
(or 17...Ehe8) 18. £g5 Black doesn’t
win an exchange as in the game. In
the event of 18...e4 the Knight on
ds is hanging, contrarily to what
happened in the game. Following
19.dxe4 fxe4 20.Exds exf3 21.2)0d6+
Wxd6 22.Wxe8+ Exe8 23. 2xd6 fxg2
24.8g1 £ 13 25. 2d1, the tactical skir-

mish would have left White stand-
ing in good stead.

16...bxc6¥ 17.0-0-0

17.0h4? would have lost material af-
ter 17...f5! 18.2) xf5 D f6F

17...f5 18. We1 Ede8 19.%f1 e4

///////

///////

Mﬁ//\gf@ﬁ.
d

It wasn’t easy to assess that 20.dxe4
fxeq 21.5g5 £xd1 22.Wxd1 would
have given White better hopes of
salvation. The subtlety being that
Black’s Rooks are less threaten-
ing here, and the same goes for his
pawn standing on e4 rather than d3.

22...2b8F.
20... £xd1 21.Wxd1 exd3+ 22.Wf3

I decided against 22.2)xf5?! He2 in
order to activate my Queen.

22...2h6 23. Wxfs+
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Or 23.%Wxd3 &xd2+ followed by
...EZhf8. There is no doubt that Black
is better, but his slightly exposed
King and shattered pawn-structure
mean White isn’t totally lost.

23...2b8 24.£xh6 EZxh6 25.2013
Zhe6

Ny
%%%%%

% i

-
{%z,

.

@%?@/%%f%
. M}%@%

In time-trouble, my instinct told me
to get rid of the most dangerous en-
emy pawn. But 26. Zxhs may in fact
have been stronger.

26... W4+ 27.55b1 Weyq?? 28.Wxeq
Zxeq 29.20d6 Nf4?! 30.20xe4 Exeq
31.Ehg

Not exactly a well-deserved victory,
but on the other hand, the game al-
ways remained complicated enough
to give Black chances to err.

1-0

2

> C. Bauer (2618)
» D. Shengelia (2523)
Dresden 2007

FROM BLACK'S POINT OF VIEW

1.4 ¢C5

1..e5 2.013 &c6 3.£bs5 a6 4.L2a4
D16 5.0-0 £e7 6.Ze1 bs 7.£b3 d6
8.c3 Yas (8...0-0 is the most com-
mon move, played thousands of
times before.) 9. £.c2 ¢5 10.h3

{ LTI
e aw
4
5/?Ww% _
4 //"”/&/ ///
Sy 2

2 (i s .
8/ ;%8é//é//
WHOHLWE &

a b c de f gh

10..g5!? A curiosity: this bold move
was originally played in the game
Maroczy,G-Janowski,D, Prague
1908 (0-1) and was only to be seen
again in 2016! The surprise-effect
still seems to work as Black scored
3 draws recently... 11.d4 g4 12.dxes
dxes 13.%xd8+ £ xd8 14.2)xe5 gxh3
15.g3 hss Leko,P (2693)-Ivanise-
vic,I (2645) Novi Sad 2016.

2.3 d6 3.c3 D16 4.h3 Hc6



16 CANDIDATE MOVES

A kingside fianchetto is another way
of handling this line for Black: 4...g6
5.2d3 2g7 6.2c2 £)c6 (6...e5! 7.d4
cxdq 8.cxdq exdq 9.0 xd4 o-o with
a quick ...d6-ds should equalize eas-
ily.) 7.d4 cxd4 8.cxd4 & b4?! 9. 2 ag+
£d7 10.9¢3 0-0 11. £b3x Bauer,C
(2618)-Babula,V (2596) Heraklion
2007.

/////// .
%él

) /
/ 2/ V7, /
/go%%%
KR Aa
HOGW® "

c d e f g h

5...85'7

Shengelia is a very creative play-
er and such an early “provocation”
was to be expected. At the cost of
a slightly inferior pawn-structure,
the g-pawn thrust will soon pro-
vide Black with dynamic piece-
play. If one compares this with the
introductory Leko-Ivanisevic game,
there is however a considerable nu-
ance: White is yet to reveal which
side his King will reside on. As
a consequence, he doesn’t need to
fear a direct assault, so that keeping
the Queens on isn’t a worry.

5...ds!? is another way of approach-
ing the variation for Black. Play
may then continue 6.e5 £dy (6...
c4!?) 7.2bs Wbe 8. La4 (8. Way e6
9.d3\db8 10.c4 a6 11.5)c3 d4 12.9 e4
£d7 Bauer,C (2605)-Damljanovic,B
(2573) France 2009 was quite fine
for Black.) 8...c4! Not letting White
set up the c3-d4-es pawn-chain.
9.d4 cxd3 10.0-0 Wcy (The hasty
10...2¢5?! runs into 11. £e3! Wxb2?
12. £ xc5 Wxar 13.%Wbh3+-) 11.Wxd3
Nes 12.%d1 YHxag 13.Wxag= Malak-
hov,V (2679)-Palac,M (2568) Dres-
den 2007.

6.2c284

The most logical continuation but
Black could also consider 6...e5,
when White must decide between
the restrained 7.d3, and an open
game, following 7.d4

/g@g@ E
K}AN%A/x
A3 % _

// U
4 3

%/ V/ V/
%NWg/ o
5 7 Eoma
afae BAT
EH2 Wy /Aﬁ

h

a b c de f g

- N WA U~
o i\;'\

\\\

\

7...cxd4
a) 7...h6!%

b) 7..exd4 needs testing as well:
8.cxdg (8.&xgs5!? Eg8s) 8..g4
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9.hxg4 £xg4 10.dxcs5 dxcs 11.20¢3
and White may claim a small plus
thanks to his superior pawn-struc-
ture;

8.cxd4 g4 9.hxgq £xg410. 2ag~

7.hxgq £ xgq 8.d3

///// nern|
%m% a

IR,

%;%;%
stal

Do
AN
e
N gﬂi S \ NN
Neo
X \
N
%
Do\
N\
\\\

= 7

8...ds

Quite a few other moves would have
made sense too, like 8... 2g8, having
apossible ... 2hs in mind, or 8... £ g7.

In an ulterior game Black tried 8...
hs 9.2e3 e6 (9...2h6!? perhaps
gives better chances to equalize)
10..0bd2 ds 11.£2a4 Wcy 12.Wc
0-0-0 13. 2Xc6 bxc6 14.Wayg Sav-
ic,M (2503)-Indjic,A (2533) Vrbas
2015. Black’s pair of Bishops doesn’t
fully compensate for the state of his
pawn-structure.

9.Wes Was

Obviously threatening 10..0d4
but also intending to quickly cas-
tle queen-side. During the game
I thought this move was “artificial”,
but things turned out to be more
complex.

Black was once again spoilt for
choice, and besides the text-move,
9..%c7, 9...e6 and 9...d4 were all
playable.

10..0bd2 0-0-0 11.exds % xds
12. We4?! hs 13.20¢4 Wey 14. 2a4

: 2 =
/////// »

7 x%y
o >

%
%%, /%%¢
4%/@%%%}/
s BA B
A T BA
’Iﬁ%/ ///// % /z///; ////// /@g/
a b ¢ d e f g h
14... 287

Now that the white light-squared
Bishop has left c2, targeting the
backward d3-pawn could have been
tempting. Therefore 14...e6!?, en-
abling ...2f5. Then 15.2xc6 bxc6
16.0h4 or (16. £d2) would have re-
mained balanced.

15.2d2 e5



18 CANDIDATE MOVES

All the moves my opponent chose in
this game were the most active and
direct ones.

a) 15...e6 was still available...;

b) ...as well as the prophylactic 1s...
&b8 16. £.xc6 f5!? (Or else 16...bxc6
17..0h2 £e6 and now White can
carry on with 18.0-0-0= or test his
opponent’s intentions by propos-
ing a move repetition with 18. £)f3)
17.We6 & xf3 18.gxf3 Wxc6 At that
point White should decide between
19.%xfs h4, when Black achieves
decent compensation for his pawn,
and 19.%xc6 bxc6 20.%e2 with an
approximately equal ending.

16. £2xc6?! bxc67F

/@/%/
aa oy
% ///
2 e é

Black has got doubled and/or iso-
lated pawns on both wings, but the
dynamic features of his position
more than compensate for this in-
convenience. Of importance is also
the fact that White’s army is too re-
mote from the queenside to bother

the “theoretically” vulnerable ene-
my King.

17.0-0-0 f5 18.%We1 Zde8 19.%%f1 e4

Black was in no hurry to cash in
the exchange and could have driv-
en back the rival’s Knight first,
with 19..20b6!? After the plausi-
ble 20.2)a5 e4 21.dxe4 fxe4 22.9g5
£ xd1 23.%xd1 a similar scenario to
the game would have emerged: the
black pawn-structure is a wreck, but
his extra-exchange outweighs that
setback.

20.0h4? 2xd1 21.%Wxd1 exd3+
22.Wf3

T =] &
///%@/@E/% A

A good move, as was 22...Ze2!? At
any rate, Black should not stop play-
ing actively since his scarce pawns
can easily get grabbed one by one.
Some sample lines after 22...Ee2:
23.Wxd3 (In reply to 23.2xf5, both
23.. b8 and 23... £ e5!? retain a large
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advantage.) 23...Exf2 24. &e1 Wig+
25.21d2 It looks like Black will have
to return the exchange, but 25...c4
comes as a nasty surprise: 26.%h3

T X
/ /

%\N
™

%14 '
. Am/x/s
"

7, Z.
vy y
A _
7 s e

s

a b c de f gh

- N W b O~

26..20b4!! 27.cxbg Ed8 28..0hf3 c3
(or 28...Ze2!?) 29.bxc3 £ xc3— Obvi-
ously, anticipating the consequences
of 22...Ee2 in time-trouble was not
humanly possible.

23. Wxfs+ b8 24.£L£xh6 Exhé
25.2013 Zhe6 26.Wxd3 Wiyg+

26... 2e2! was stronger.

27.%b1

€ f
///// }i {//{//%

o // /
2 /g/

N o w A~ U O\\l

Until now, there was nothing about
Black’s play to criticise, but this
blunder transforms his large advan-
tage into a technically lost ending.

Instead, the adequate 27...%f6! could
have resulted in something quite
brilliant: 28.2)as5 Y\f4 29.Wa6 X8e7
30.2d1 and now 30...Wg6+ 31.%a1

EEE

U/x/z/y%
AT
/ %ﬁ%y%

,,,,,,

B %z% [ N

a b c de f gh

- N W A~ 0O ®

31..%Wd3!!'+ forces the trade of
Queens in a rather unusual way.

28.Wxeq Zxeq 29.20d6 Nf4?
Running into a deadly pin, but 29...
D16 30.0xe8 Exe8+ was no fun to
defend anyway.

30.2xe4 Zxe4 31.2hg 1-0
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