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shouldn’t have any genuine problems,
Buenafe Moya-Kramnik, Villarro-
bledo rpd 1993,

14 axb5 @\xd4 15 $ixd4 cxd4 16
£xddes5(D)
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Compared with the equivalent posi-
tion in Line B2321, the only differ-
ence is that White's rook is on el
instead of f2. This favours White, as
the rook won't be attacked after ...fxg3
(see the note to Black's 17th move).
However, there is an advantage for
Black as well — the a7-gl diagonal is
no longer covered and Black can ex-
ploit this in all sorts of tactical compli-
cations.

17 Kc3 d5

In the variation 17...exf4 18 &xg7
the inrermezzo 18..fxg3 doesn't at-
tack the rook, like in Line B2321.
Therefore Black is forced to take on
g7, which gives White an advantage.
18...xg7 19 Wdd+ f6 20 gxf4.

After the text-move (17...d5) White
has three possible ways to react:

a) 18exd5? &ixd5 19 fxds Wes+
(here we see one possibility to use the
weakness of the a7-gl diagonal) 20
Wg2 HxdS 21 W3 Wxbs 22 Exa7
exf4 23 Rxg7 Exg7 and White is
struggling for a draw, since he loses a
pawn and his king is no less exposed
than Black's.

b) 18 £xe5 WeS+ 19 hl dxed 20
We2 Qxe5 (20..16!7 21 &c3 15 22
SUxg7 sxg7 23 Hxa7 Ha8 24 Bb7
Efb8 25 Exb8 Zxbs 26 Ed1 £ids 27
c3 &6 gave Black enough compen-
sation to draw in B.Gonzalez-Vera,
Ubeda 2001) 21 fxes Wxes 22 Wxed
xed 23 Exed (23 £.xed Ed7 is equal)
23, .55 (threatening 24...Hd2) 24 Be2
(after 24 g4 &h4 25 &11 Bd2 26 £43
Hd8! Black is threatening 27..8f3)
24, Bfef 25 Exe8+ Hxe® with an
equal position.

c) 18 fxe5 dxed 19 We2 WeS+ and
then:

cl) 20 W2 Wx2+ 21 Lx2 &ids
22 £d2 (22 £d47 @bd; 22 Hxed
“ixe3 23 bxe3 Hd2+ 24 He2 Hxe2+
25 dxe2 He8 26 Exa7 £xe5 should
be a draw) 22._.& xe5 =

¢2) 20 We3 Bxed+ 21 Hxe3 H0d5

¢3) 20581 &ds 21 £d2 Bxe522
Sh6 (22 Wxed &xb2 23 Bxa7 &3
pives Black cuunterph:.f 22 ¢3 15 23
Hxa7 Kg7 is complicated) 22...8¢7
23 fxp7 doxg? =,

4 The Alapin Variation (2 c3)
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The name of the variation comes
from the Lithuanian Simon Alapin,
who played 2 ¢3 three times in the Vi-
enna tournament in 1898 (although
there are a few earlier games recorded,
played occasionally by unknown play-
ers). Nowadays 2 ¢3 is one of the most
popular Anti-Sicilians.

Many players regard this is a com-
fortable and easy way to meet 1...c5.
Why s0? Why is the Alapin Variation
more popular than other Anti-Sicil-
ians?

I have an explanation for that. First
of all, it is a safe system. At the same
time it is an active one. There is not a
great deal of sharp theory: White goes
mostly for a type of position, rather
than a concrete line (although a general

approach like this must be supported
by concrete variations). Safe, little
theory, easy to learn, active - what
else can one expect from an opening
variation?

But... there are always two sides of
the coin. *Easy’ doesn’t always mean
good. One gets used to it and is not
able to face problems when the time
comes. The main trap here is the temp-
lation to avoid problems because it is
easier than solving them, When Black
knows exactly what to do, White is of-
ten not able to come up with new
ideas, which often means playmg dif-
ferent positions. ‘Active’ is only par-
tially true, since Black has clear Ways
o neutralize White's activity com-
pletely. “Little theory’ is also good
only to a certain extent, With time one
becomes unable to learn (new) theory,
which is a part of the reality of modern
chess, whether we like it or not.

I have noticed that once one has
learned the Alapin Variation with
White, it is rather difficult to switch to
something else. In my opinion this is
exactly the reason for its popularity -
it is often like a drug for White. At
some point they realize that in certain
lines White has few resources to fight
for an advantage, but what is there to
do? Play something else? No, it is eas-
ier to make a draw from time to time,
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hoping that maybe the next opponent
will not repeat those equal positions.
This is what many players hope: that
for various reasons their opponents
won't go for the equal lines.

What can [ say about that? Every-
one must decide for himself whether
reaching an equal endgame with Black
is acceptable, Normally this shouldn't
be a problem for Black. Let White
struggle for the advantage, as he is
supposed to do!

I personally don’t have any problem
when my opponent goes for an equal
line with White (well, I must confess
that when I was younger I might have
felt nervous sometimes when my oppo-
nent was obviously playing for a draw).
My feeling is that in almost every po-
sition there are enough resources to
outplay a weaker opponent. However,
itis true that certain lines of the Alapin
Variation lead to positions that are ex-
tremely drawish. I can’tignore the fact
that some readers might feel it psycho-
logically uncomfortable to play such a
line against a weaker opponent who
only wants to make a draw.

Therefore I have provided two types
of options for Black in this chapter.
Firstly I deal with safe lines, in which
Black easily reaches equality if he just
knows the theory. A relative drawback
here is that White can choose some
lines where the resulting positions are
very drawish (see Line B33121 for in-
stance). Those players who want to
achieve positions with many fighting
resources should have a look at the
more ambitious lines discussed in Line
B21.

| must add that there are some
strong players who play the Alapin
Variation consistently with While, and
are constantly seeking improvements.
For instance, the Slovenian GMs Pav-
asovi¢ and Sermek have spent a great
deal of effort finding resources for
White in various kinds of more or less
equal positions. They often succeed in
outplaying their opponents thanks to
very good home preparation, which
helps them exploit the finest details,
sometimes even in endgames. This
only proves that in order to be well
prepared with Black, one must inde-
pendently analyse these equal posi-
tions and, naturally, play them well
over the board.

Now let's go back to the position af-
ter 2 ¢3. White’s intention is obvious —
o play d4 and build a strong pawn-
centre (with pawns on ¢4 and d4). The
most natural way for Black to prevent
White's idea is to attack the ed-pawn,
He has two ways to do it: 2,..d5 and
2...8f6. Russian Grandmaster Evgeny
Sveshnikov, who is the biggest spe-
cialist in the Alapin Variation, has al-
ways considered the latter option to be
the best way for Black. [ agree with his
opinion on this matter and recommend
it as well.

2..4506

Itis interesting to mention that this
natural move only became popular in
the second half of the 20th century,
whereas the move 2 ¢3 was known
long before that. The idea of provok-
ing White to push his e-pawn might
have been considered too risky until it
became clear that Black has good
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possibilities to attack or exchange
White's pawn on e5.

Besides the natural 3 e5, White can
protect or even temporarily sacrifice

the ed-pawn...
A: 3d3 51
B: 3e5 a2

Other moves are weaker:

a) 3 @cd4 &ixed (3.8¢6 is also
good for Black) 4 &xf7+ &xf7 35
Whs+ g8 6 Wd5+ e6 7 Wxed d5 £

b) 3 We2e55

c) 3 We2 St 4 &3 e3 and |
would already prefer Black.

d) 3 Wad &ic6 4 £b5 g6 5 D3
Wc7 6 0-0 Kg7 T 7 d4 cxd4 8 cxdd
fxed 9 d5 &5 F Lucchetti-Cher-
nushevich, Besangon 2001,

e} 3 f3 e5 (there are obviously other
ways as well, by playing 3...e5 Black
wants to continue ..d5 and prevent
White from replying to that with e5)
and now:

el) 4 d4 cxdd 5 cxd4 exdd 6 Swe2
(not 6 e57 WaS+; 6 Wxdd SHice F)
6...2c5!7 7 @ixdd Who (the idea is o
give an annoying check on f2 if White
removes the knight from d4) § Wc2
0-0 9 &b3 Lbd+ 10 Qe3 d5 7.

e2) 4 Rcd RKeT (the immediate
4..d5 is less clear: 5 exd5 &ixds 6
Wb3) 5 £e2 0-0 (Black is ready to
play ...d5) 6 d4 cxd4 7 cxd4 d5 T 8
exdS @ixd5 9 dxed £bd+ 10 Hibe3
@ixed 11 bxe3 £xed3+ 12 Bixed Wha+
13 g3 Wxcd ¥

f) 3 £.d3 e5 (also to prevent White
from meeting ..d5 with e5) 4 &)f3
&ch, followed by ...4&e7, ...0-0 and
-..d3, leaves Black slightly better.

A)
3dirpy
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With this rather passive continua-
tion, White shows that he doesn't re-
ally have the ambition to fight for an
opening advantage. It hardly fits with
the idea that the Alapin Variation 1s a
way lo play actively. Nevertheless,
Black must know exactly how to react.
Among strong players, only the Ger-
man GM Jorg Hickl and sometimes
Andrei Kharlov play 3 d3. White's
plan is often similar to the one in Line
D of Chapter 1: first to finish develop-
ment and then prepare the d4 advance,
In contrast to that line, here Black has
committed himself to ...&\f6.

3.506

My advice is that Black must have a
flexible approach. Now if allowed (by
4 &)f3), he can go for the immediate
4...d5. In case White plays 4 f4 (with
the idea of meeting 4...d5 with 5 &3)
Black can continue in the usual man-
ner against d3 systems — fianchettoing
his king's bishop. As mentioned in
Line D of Chapter 1, Black has a
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reasonable position with his knight on
f6 as well All the more that here
White also committed himself with an
early ¢3, which offers Black additional
possibilities for counterplay, such as
..b5-b4 or ...c4.

4 53

Ord4f4d65aM3 g6 6 g3 (6 Relis
another plan, but il too doesn’t give
Black any opening problems: 6... 2.g7
7 0-0 0-0 {7..c4!?7] 8 &3 Eb8 =)
6..82p7 7 £g2 0-0 and now:

a) 8 0-0 c4!? (8..Ebf and 8..b5
are alternatives, with the text-move
Black tries to exploit White's early ¢3)
9 &1a3 (9 eS dxeS 10 fxe5 &d5 11
dxcd Whe+ 12 hl &ed 13 &Lxed
Wxed 14 Bel Whe 15 Wd2 Whs with
compensation, De Toledo-Milos, Ara-
raqua 19993 9., cxd3 10 @xd3 Eb& 11
&c2 b5 12 &fd4 Who 13 Red Hixd4
14 Wxdd &d7 15 Wd3 c7 16 Hibd
b6 17 &dd ad F Podkriznik-JTelen,
Ljubljana 1998,

b) 8§ ®c2 (to protect the ed-pawn
once more, thus preventing ...c4) 8..b5
90-0 b8 10a3 a5 11 ¥h1 b4 12 axb4
axbd 13 &e3 (Kharlov-Alterman, New
York 1997) and now 13...bxc3 14 bxc3
Eb6 15 £bd2 Wb2 (Kharlov) gives
Black complete equality.

c) 8 &a3 Hb8 90-0 b5 10 &ic2 bd
11 ¢4 £gd 12 h3 &xf3 13 &xf3 Hd7
leads to a complicated position, It
would be nice for Black o open the
queenside, but White will obviously try
to prevent that. So in the future Black
must combine two plans: firstly, he
should continue 1o seize space on the
gueenside by advancing his a-pawn,
and, secondly, at the right moment he

should be ready to create counterplay
in the centre, most probably with ...e6
and ...f5,
4..d5 5 £bd2
After 5 e5 White will very soon be
forced to play d4, with a pawn-forma-
tion reminiscent of the French De-
fence. Given the closed character of
the position, White's loss of a tempo
won't play a decisive role, but never-
theless Black will surely have no
opening problems. 5..5%d7 6 We2 (6
dd e =) 6.6 T g3 g6!7 (Black wants
to provoke d4, which will permit him
counterplay on the queenside) 8 g2
Ag7 9 &4 WeT 10 d4 cxdd 11 cxd4
Who 12 &3 Wat!? (again an interest-
ing decision, more typical would be
L0 and L f6 with a good middle-
game) 13 el (13 Wxad bxat opens
the b-file in Black’s favour; the dou-
bled pawns are of little importance,
because White cannot attack them)
13.. Wxe2+ 14 &xe? a6 15 Ehdl $bé
16 b3 &d7 = Zetocha-P. Varga, Buda-
pest 1997,
5.5g4 6 e e6 7 0-0 5e7 8 Eel
0-0 9 W2 Ge7
Black has a fairly good position,
Hickl-Hracek, Bad Homburg 1997
continued 10 &1 Eads 11 g5 d4!
{based on the fact that White cannot
close the position with 12 c4) 12 fdz2
(1247 &ixed! 13 Sxe7 WxeT 14 dxed
d3 15 £xd3 ©b4 F) 12..h6 13 &hd
dxc3 14 bxc3 £h5 with a slight ad-
vantage for Black,

B)
Je55d5

MNow:
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Bl: 4¢3 53
B2: 4 &3 54
B3; 444 68

The main lines are B2 and B3, be-
tween which there is considerable scope
for transpositions. As mentioned in
the introduction to this chapter, I shall
be recommending two main Systems
for Black in these lines: one which
provides safe equality at the practical
risk of allowing White to force draw-
ish simplifications, and one (based on
pIa}ing -e6) that avoids simplifica-
tion and so0 is more suitable for those
who need to create winning chances as
Black against an opponent whao is anly
interested in o draw.

Let us first of all discuss some as-
pects of the principal recommendation
in which, rather than playing a quick
--€6, Black tries to develop his light-
squared bishop outside the confining
pawn-chain. White has several possi-
ble plans:

1) To delay the advance d4 (Line
B22),

2) To play d4 and take with the
queen (Line B31).

3) To play d4 and after ...cxd4 to
tuke back with cxd4. Then after Black
plays ...d6, White will seek to create
threats on the a4-e8 diagonal (Line
B32).

4) To play d4 and after ...cxd4 1o
continue with quick development, Jeav-
ing Black’s pawn on d4 for a while
(Line B332).

Bl)
4g3(D)
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At the beginning of the 1990s, GM
Rozentalis introduced this apparent] ¥
quiet continuation into practice, and for
several years this fianchetto, which
avoids the main lines of the Alapin
Vanation, was quite popular. It never
replaced the main lines, but it was an
attractive alternative for a while. If
Black doesn’t know what to do, he can
easily end up under positional pres-
sure, which was proved more than
once by Rozentalis. However, nowa-
days Black has found clear ways to
solve all his problems and 4 g3 is no
longer topical.

It is interesting to mention that be-
sides Sveshnikov, Rozentalis is one of
the most creative promoters of the 2 ¢3
Sicilian. Just like Simon Alapin, Roz-
entalis is Lithuanian. Those who are
looking for an alternative name for the
Alapin Variation can consider calling
it the Lithuanian Variation. Now let's
get back to concrete variations.

4...d6 5 exd6 e6

A small trick in order to recapture
with the bishop. Black has several
other ways of developing his Pleces,
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but the plan given below is the sim-
plest one to achieve comfortable equal-
ity.
Fﬁ £g2 fxd6 7 Sif3 Hic6 8 0-0 0-0
9d4 ;
Slow development doesn’t promise
an advantage either: 9 a3 b6 10 &icd
fe711a4(11d3 &b7 12 W2 h6 13
§d2 Wd7 14 Efel EadB 15 Hadl
Hfed 16 &cl Wk gives Black a slight
plus, Erenburg-Jakovenko, Oropesa
del Mar 2001) 11...&b7 12 d3 Kb8 13
Wh3 &h8 (this is of course not a nec-
essary move; it only proves that Black
feels very happy with his position) 14
Hel a6 15 &2d2 £a8 16 Badl b5 17
axh5 axb5 18 @ed &iceT 19 el =
Wahls-Tischbierek, Biel 1Z 1993
9,..cxdd 10 Hixdd Dixdd 11 Wxd4
W7 wai
This is a good move, preparing ei-
ther ...&d7 or .. Hd8.
12 &yd2
12 & xdS5 is asking for trouble. Black
will have the bishop-pair in an open
position, which together with White’s
weakened structure on the kingside
will give Black strong compensation.
12...2e5!7 (or 12...exd5 13 WxdS &h3
14 Hel Bfes) 13 Wed exdS 14 WxdS
$e6 15 W3 Kad8, Harabor-Mokrys,
corr. 1996.
12...5d7 13 Zed
13 83 £c6 14 ¢4 €5 15 Whd Df6
16 &g5 Hed T 17 Dxe5? Lxe5 18
& xed h6! 19 215 Efe8 and White is in
trouble,
13...%¢5 14 §d3 a6
The position is equal:
a) 15 Ed1 &b5 16 Wc2 Hads 17
&d2h67F 18 f47 &d4+ 19Eh1 1520

@cl $a7 T S.Pedersen-Schandorft,
Danish Ch {Odense) 1994,

by 15 Hel &b5 16 €3 fc6 17
#e? and now Rozentalis-Tkachev,
Hastings 1997/8 continued 17..8)f6
18 &g5 &xed 19 Exed h6?! 20 .ﬁ.g?_‘.,
with complications that turned out In
White’s favour. Simplest is 17..h6,
with complete equality.

B2)

4 f3

Now Black must make a major de-
cision, depending on whether he is
opting for an approach with an early
...e6 or one without.
B21: 4.eb 54
B22: 4..%80c6 66

The former can be recommended to
players who are not completely haup_py
when the opponent has the possibility
of choosing a drawish line.
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Black closes the c8-h3 diagonal,
but as compensation the strong knight
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will remain centralized on d5 for lon-
oer.

When [ started to work on the ...e6
lines, I planned to give just some gen-
eral advice, since [ thought that objec-
tively White is slightly better in these
lines (I couldn’t help thinking that
cloging the diagonal for one’s own
bishop is a dubious idea). However, [
was soon surprised to find out that
Black is doing fairly well in the posi-
tions that arise. There are various plans
for Black to complete his queenside
development and below I have tried to
point out the most promising of them.

We should note that these lines are
of particular importance w those who
meet 1 e4 c5 2 &F3 with 2...e6 and
have a problem with 3 c3. In that case
they can achieve positions examined
here.

The main drawback of playing ...e6
1s obvious — the bishop can no longer
be developed on the ¢8-h3 diagonal.
On the other hand, as mentioned above,
the advantage is that now the d3-
knight is protected and doesn’t have to
leave its central post after &cd.

Sd4

Or:

a) 3 g3 db 6 exdb transposes (o
Line BL.

b) 5 Kcd d6 6 0-0 (6 d4 cxdd 7
cxd4 transposes to Line B212) 6...dxe5
7 &ixeS £.d6 8 d4 0-0 and now:

bl) 9We2? WeT 10 Wed? £2d7 (as
strange as it may seem, White is al-
ready in big trouble) 11 Bel (11 £xd5
enables White to maintain material
equality, but in a clearly inferior posi-
tion after 11..83f6! 12 We2 &ixds F)

11, cxdd 12 exdd &ixes 13 dxes Lxes
14 Wxes Wxcd 15 @3 $ixc3 16 bxe3
f6 17 ¥eg3 eS —+ Rabiega-Sakaev,
Ohrid Ech 2001.

b2} 9 &d? exdd 10 cxdd WeT 11
Hel (11 2df3 6 12 Lxd5 exd5 13
&d3 Lgd 14 h3 &h5 F) 11..80c6 12
Hlefd Ed8 13 Hed Zb4! 14 Ee2
Gixd4!? 15 Wrd4 and now, rather than
15...80b6 16 &)f6+ gx (6 17 Wed+ Lh8
18 £b3 with a mess (Rozentalis-Rub-
levsky, Panormo ECC 2001}, keeping
the knight closer to the king with
15..8%7 16 &6+ pxf6 17 Wed+ gb
makes it hard for While demonstrate
full compensation for the pawn.

5..cxd4 6 cxd4 d6!

This is more flexible and stronger
than 6..%8c6. Besides attacking the
white centre right away, Black keeps
the option of developing the bishop to
¢b via d7 and then the knight to d7.

Now:

B211: 7 al 57
B212: 7écd 60

White's alternatives are consider-
ably weaker:

a) 7 2d3 (urying o save time by
omitting a3 doesn’t work; Black can
achieve a good position in several
ways, the most precise being the im-
mediate attack on the bishop) 7...&8b4
8 fel (8 Lb5+ Rd7 9 &e2 Keb F)
8...dxes 9 dxe35 (9 Hixe5? Wxd4 10
Wxdd &c2+) 9. Wxdl+ 10&xd] &3
o

b) 7 &b5+ (this just helps Black to
develop) 7. 8d7 8 £xd7+ Hxd7 (the
exchange of light-squared bishops
certainly 1sn’t in White's favour; in the
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following play Black takes advantage
of this factor) 9 0-0 Hc8 10 £d2 &7
11 £33 el 12 &xc3 d5 13 £d2 b5
14 Wh3 b6 15 O3 a5 16 £42 0-0
17 Wd3 h6 18 Hacl &£b8 19 Exck
Exc8 20 Hcl Excl+21 fxcl We622
W3 Wxed 23 bxe3 §ic6 24 a3 BfB 25
W1 8147 26 Fe2 &8 and the knight
comes to c4 with a big advantage.
White wasn’t able to hold a draw in
Kerimov-Mastrovasilis, Patras 2001,

c) 7 @3 Hixe3 8 bxe3 WeT! (ar-
tacking ¢3 and keeping an eye one5) 9
£42 (9 &b2 &d7 10 exd6 &xd6 11
£d3 £a3!7 12 Wb3 Lxb2 13 Wxb2
0-0 14 0-0 b6 15 We2 &b7 16 Racl
Hack 17 BEfd] Efdg = Rasch-Cvitan,
Biel 2001)9...&3d7 (D).
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Now White faces a choice - either
to help Black finish his development
by exchanging on d6, or to sacrifice a
pawn. In both cases Black is fine:

cl) 10 Rd3 dxe5 11 0-0 and now
Black has two equally good possibili-
ties:

cll) 11..g6 12 Wad (12 Bel £g7
13 Ecl 0-0 14 &xe5 Dxe5 15 L4

a5 16 £xe5 Wxa2 17hd £d7 18 hs
Hac® 19 Eal b2 20 £d6 Wxed 21
2 xf8 Exf8 22 Hxa7 &£¢6 gives Black
excellent compensation for the ex-
change, Flores-Rosito, Pinamar 2002)
12...5g7 13 &xe5 0-0 14 &3 b6 15
Led LbT 16 Lf4 Wxi4 17 &xb7
§ie5! 18 Web Sxb7 19 Wxb7 Eibs 20
Wab HcB F Rissotti-Esplana, Guay-
mallen 2001.

cl12) 11, 5e7 12 Hel exdd 13 cxdd
0-0 14 Hc] Wds 15 Hed (15 &4 56
16 &c7 Wes 17 &5 ho 18 Hed £1d5
19 &yd6 WdT 20 &b5 Wxe? 21 ExcT
@ixeT 22 Hixc8 Haxc8 23 fcd Hids
24 W3 )5 25 £b3 £b4 26 Hdl a5
+ Etchegaray-Delchev, Hyéres 2001)
15...a6 (after 15..&%5 16 dxc5 Wxd3
17 Hd4 Black has some problems fin-
ishing his queenside development) 16
We2 &f6 17 Ehd £d7 18 £g5 g6 19
&e5 &d5 20 fxe7 Wxe7 21 W4 and
now in Flores-Karpov, Buenos Alres
2000, Black played 21...8b35, allow-
ing 22 &xgh fxgb 23 Fixgh hxgh 24
Wxg6+. Although Karpov won the
game, White's attack looked very dan-
gerous. Instead, safer 1s 21.. .Efcg 22
Zel Ref 23 Wh3 5, when Black has
good prospects to defend, keeping his
extra material.

c2) 10 exd6 &xd6 11 £d3 0-0 12
0-0 b6 13 Eel 2b7 14 h3 (14 Ebl
4 15 Sixf4 Wxfd 16 He3 Hac8 17
b4 Kd5 18 DeS Efd8 19 Yel g6=
Hamdouchi-Bagaturov, Biel 1Z 1993)
14...8.f4 (Black has good chances to
get an advantage; the white pawns on
c3 and d4 can easily become targets
for Black’s pieces) 15 &xf4 (15 &5
Exg5 16 Lxg5 Wxe3 17 2ol Was 18
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Wigd £5 19 We2 £.45 20 He7 Ef7 and
White's compensation is not worth a
pawn; Black is better, Ni Hua-Yako-
vich, Beijing 1997) 15... Wxi4 16 &es
@xe5 17 Exe5 Hac8 18 e3 Bc7 19
Ecl g6 20 &f1 Zd8 % Peptan-Bojko-
vi€, Mamaia girls Wch 1991,

B211)
7a3 (D)
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White prepares £d3 by making sure
Black will never be able o bother the
bishop with ...&1b4.

7..8d7

Now that White has spent a tempo
playing a3, Black can afford to com-
plete his queenside development be-
fore committing his king’s bishop.

On the other hand, given that White
intends to play 2.d3, Black has another
interesting possibility: to fianchetto
his dark-squared bishop, thus reduc-
ing White's attacking potential. For
instance: 7...40c6 8 £d3 g6 90-0 L7
10 el 0-0 11 b4 dxe5 12 dxe5 b6 =
13 Wb3 b7 14 Hbd2 He8 15 &b2
D4 16 Ked He? 17 Sicd DeT 18

&xb7 Exb7 19 &id6 Ed7 20 b5 &5
21 &xf5 gxf5 22 Hed| Ed3 23 Hxd3
Bxd3 24 Wixd3 &1xd3 25 £d4 Hd8 T
Brynell-Cramling, Sweden 1999, This
plan is a serious alternative to 7...2.d7.
It helps Black to get a complicated po-
sition, where his chances are by no
means worse,

8 2d3 Lc6 90-0 51d7 10 Zel

Alternatively:

a) 10 2d2 a7 11 §%c3 Hixed 12
& xc3 dxe5 13 dxes &ic5 14 £e2 0-0
15 b4 Hed = Dondevié-Tllescas, Las
Palmas 1989,

b) 10 We2 We7 11 £4d2 dxes 12
dxe5 g6 13 £33 Dixed 14 £xc3 RgT
15 Hacl 0-0 16 £b4 Hic8 17 £d6?
(17 Bfel keeps the balance) 17... &x13

18 @xc7 £xe2 19 fxe? $xe5 20 .

R xeS @xe5 F Azarov-Bologan, Minsk
2000,

¢) 10 ©bd2 dxe5 11 dxeS &ic5
(Black’s pieces are very well central-
ized) and then:

cl) 12 Red b5 13 Re2 &if4 3,

¢2) 12 Red £e7 13 £1d4 Kad 14
Wgd (14 b3? &3 —1) 14...0-0 in-
tending ...f5. Black has the initiative
thanks to his lead in development.

¢3) 12 £c2 £ 1b6!7 (Black prevents
%yi4 and prepares ..&1d3) 13 bd (13
b3 Bxb3 14 £xb3 Wxdl 15 Exd]
&d5 =) 13..8d3 14 £b3 &ixel 15
Excl Wxdl 16 Efxdl &e7 leads to
an equal endgame where Black has
reasons to be optimistic; he has the
bishop-pair and a strong dS-square.
Most probably Black will remain with
a knight on d5 and a bishop against his
opponent’s two knights. Then White
might have some problems with his
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queenside pawns and even with the
c3-pawn, which can be attacked later,

d) 10 b4 a6 and now:

dl) 11 @&bd2M &ic3 12 Wel (12
@b3 Hc8 13 Wxe3 £xf3 14 Wh2 fc6
) 12..dxe5 13 Sed Sixed 14 fxed
Lb5! and White is in trouble, Bere-
lovich-Rublevsky, Azov 1996.

d2) 11 e? and now:

d21) 11..8\7b6!7 12 242 (after 12
.55 Re7 13 fxe7 Wxe7 the threat of
../\f4 is annoying for White) 12.. £a4
(using the weaknesses created by 10
b4) 13 @g35 dxe5 14 dxes £e7 15
Wh5 g6 16 Whé £dc3! is compli-
cated.

d22) 11..Be812 2d2 Re713Ecl
(13 a4 Ha8! {threatening to take on &5
and then b4} 14 b5 axb5 15 &xhs
Ec8! and the black rook has finished
its ‘dance’, while White has achieved
nothing by advancing his b-pawn)
13...0-0 and here:

d221) 14 a4 dxeS 15 b5 &f4 16
Lxfd £xf3 17 Wxf3 exfd 18 ExcB
Wxck %

d222) 14 Wed 516! 15 Wha dxes
16 dxe5 (16 2xc6? Exch 17 dxes g6!
18 exf6 &.xf6 19 £g5 &xg5 20 Wxgs
Wxgs 21 &ixgs Hel+ 22 &1 Hfcg
—+) 16..4¢4 17 Wh3 (after 17 Y4
@xf2! [ pointing out the hanging posi-
tion of White's pieces on the d-file} 18
xf2 £xf3 19 Wxi3 &ines Black is
winning, since White has no time to
take on c8: 20 Hxc® Wdd+ 21 fe3
ixd3+ 22 dre? Wxal 23 Bxfi+ L xf8
=+) 17..48dc5! 18 &xed Sixed T,

d223) 14«3 @ixe3 15 Hxed £d5
16 Zxc8 Wxc8 17 Hcl Wha 18 £f4 06
19 Red O1b6 20 Did2 dxeS 21 Lxes

Sd6 22 H3 Lxes 23 dxe5 BcB 24
Hxc8+ Wxcl 25 £xds Sixds, Alav-
kin-Yakovich, Smolensk 1997, Black
has skilfully exchanged his opponent’s
active picces and now White must
play accurately to maintain equality.

10...%2€7 (D)

Again the fianchetto is a good alter-
native: 10..dxe5 11 dxeS (11 $ixes
FxeS 12 dxe5 g6 13 Wed £07 14
W3 0-015 92 §e7 16 &4 Wdd 17
Sg59f5 18 £xF5 Wxed 19 $.d3 Wh3
= Nun-Ruban, Sochi 1989) 11...g6 12
b4 a6 13 S1bd2 (13 Ba2 227 14 Hae2
We7 15 £g5h6 16 £d2 He7 17 el
EcB 18 Wb2 0-0 19 &4 &xf3 20
gxf3 @6 F Trabernt-Shahade, Istanbul
wom OL 2000) 13..8g7 14 b2 0-0
15 Sicd £b5 16 Wb3 We7 17 fed
Sxcd 18 Wxed EfcR 19 Wh3 £17b6 20
Eacl &h6 is complicated, Trabert-
Vera, Porto San Giorgio 1998,
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11 &e2

White has several other options:

a) 11 Wc2?! (too materialistic, of
course) 11...2c8 (we can see here the
advantage of developing the queenside

THE ALAPIN VARIATION (2 ¢3) j9

before castling) 12 £xh7 dxes 13
£d3 exdd 14 Hixdd L6 15 &ixchd
Rxc6 16 Wdl £d4 17 h3 W6 18 We2
Exh3! (a direct consequence of White
opening the h-file) 19 gxh3 Excl 20
el (20 Excl Wg5+ —+) 20... 814 2]
®13 Hxel+ 22 Bxel Hixh3+ is win-
ning for Black, Emms-Palac, Toulouse
1990,

b) 11 &9bd2 dxes 12 dxes (12 Sixes
TixeS 13 dxeS £1f4 14 §ed fixed 15
Dixed Wxdl 16 Txdl §1d5 17 &gs
£xg5 18 @ixgs e7 with equality,
V.Ivanov-Novik, St Petersburg 1992)
12..5%5 13 &f1 94 14 Hicd Wxdl
15 Bxdl &h3+! (again we see a possi-
ble advantage of Black quickly devel-
oping his queen's bishop) 16 gxh3
&xf3 17 d6+ (Achenbach-Janssen,
Ruhrgebiet 1998) and now the easiest
is to take on d6: 17...&xd6 18 £b5+
(18 Hxdo Le7 19 L14 Hach is slightly
better for Black) 18...%e7! (18...58
19 Exd6 £b3 20 Bbl a6 21 £f1 is
complicated) 19 exd6+ &f6 20 Kel
@b3 21 Bbl £d4 22 £d3 &5 (White’s
position is worse than it may seem; in
fact, he is losing the d6-pawn without
any compensation) 23 2d2 (23 £e3
Ehd8 ¥) 23...Ehds 24 £b4 a5 25 £.c5
b3 followed by 26...Exd6.

¢) 1 exd6 £xd6 12 ic3 &ixed 13
bxe3 0-0 14 c4 &xf3! 15 Wxf3 Wha
(forcing White to exchange queens on
h3) 16 Wh3 (16 Ebl Wxd4 17 Bed
&16 18 &h3 g6 19 £b2 We7 20 Hhd
f5 didn’t give White compensation for
the pawn in Russek-Velikov, Saint
John 1988) 16..%xh3 17 gxh3 is a
complicated endgame. Black has rea-
sons to be optimistic, since White's

pawn-structure is awiul. He can choose
17..8e7!7 intending ...&f6, .. Efds
and ...Hac8 with the pressure on d4
and c4, while 17...e5 is also interesi-
ing.

d) 11 b4 (this looks active, but as
usual such a move has its drawbacks
as well; Black is often able to use the
weakened c3-square) 11...a6 12 Hihd?2
dxe5 13 dxes ©c3 14 We2 (14 Wh3
@e5! 15 Wxed Wxd3 16 £b2 Wxed
17 fxc3 $d3 18 Hed &4 19 Hidd
Sixp2 20 Hg3 £1f4 21 Bpd Hihd+ 22
wfl &d5 23 Hxg7 hS T §.Vajda-
Peptan, Ostrava 1999) 14, He® 15
Wxc3 &xf3 16 Wb3 £d5 17 Wdl 0-0
18 Wh5 (18 &3 HeR and .. 58 is
equal) 18...26 19 Wg4 &5 (threaten-
ing 20...Excl followed by 21...2xd2)
20 83b3 (20 £4 Wb+ 21 &h1 Wd4 —+)
20...%xeS 21 HxeS £6 and Black re-
gains the material with interest.

Now we return to 11 £¢2 (D):
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11...%¢c7 12 exd6

12 @bd? dxe5 13 dxe5 0-0 14 £1b3
Siad 15We2 g6 16 £h6 Efcs 17 Bacl
Wb6 18 Hibdd £ xc? 19 Hxe2 Exc? 20
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Wxc2 Wd8 = Grund-Dautov, Alten-
kirchen 1999,

12... & xd6 13 Sibd2 5156 14 Sicd
0-0 15 &feS Zfd8

Black doesn’t mind exchanging
his bishops for White's knights. With
every simplification of the position
(especially the exchange of White's
knights), the isolated pawn on d4 is
more a weakness than a strength.

16 &ixd6 Wxdé 17 Sixes Wxet 18
&g5(D)

X X e
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Black has reasonable play. White
has the bishop-pair but on the other
hand Black's position is solid with no
weaknesses. Strategically Black even
has the advantage, as he can create
pressure on d4. White must try to de-
velop and keep an initiative in order 1o
maintain the dynamic balance. The
following example is typical in that
sense — White sacrificed a pawn in
order to create threats against black
king: 18..Eac® 19 &ad4 Wd5 20 &xd7
Exd7 21 &xf6 gxf6 (the pawn-forma-
tion changes in White's favour, but
now Black’s pieces are more active;

White's only chance is to attack the
black king) 22 Wgd+ g5 23 U0
Hc224h4 (24 Radl BEdS ) 24.. Wxhd
25 Hed Whe 26 Wod+ LfR 27 Wb+
@e7 28 Wxa7 £5 29 He3 W4 30 Hf1
(White has managed to force the black
king to leave its shelter, but on the
other hand Black's pieces are still
more active, and so he has the advan-
tage). Now Dwvoretsky-Polugaevsky,
Erevan 1975 continued 30...Exb27 31
Wes+ f6 32 We, and although the
position remains far from clear, Black
produced several more mistakes and
lost. A much better idea is 30... Wxd4
31 Wxdd (after 31 Wh8 Exb2 F White
is unable to create any real threats)
31..Exd4 32 Eb3 Ed7, when Black
has a clear advantage thanks to his
extra pawn, although White retains
drawing chances,

B212)
7 &cd (D)

S — e

7...4c6
I would like to point out here that
Black should keep the knight on d5,
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unless White attacks it with &3 of

course. A common move in this kind
of position is ...Z3b6, but it is impor-
tant to take advantage of the early
.26, which supports the knight,

80-0 2e7 (D)

ATE B BARS
BOGULES

Black will castle next and a strategi-
cally very complicated position will
arise. Both sides must plan clearly, but
Black in particular should know ex-
actly what 1o do. The pawn-structure
dictates that White will play for a
kingside attack, while Black will try to
creale counterplay in the centre and on
the queenside. Every piece exchange
favours Black, as it reduces While's
altacking possibilities. White's main
plan is to place his queen and king's
bishop on the bl-h7 diagonal and force
Black 1o weaken his pawn-formation
with ...g6. After that White will push
his h-pawn and create further weak-
nesses,

However, if Black plays precisely
this is rather impossible to achieve.
The centre is far from closed and the
d-file can be opened at any time. Also,

White still has to finish his queenside
development. Finally, to secure the ¢2-
or d3-square for his bishop, White will
need to spend time on the additional
move a3, which weakens the b3-square
and gives Black more chances of coun-
terplay. All that speaks in Black’s fa-
vour and the outcome will depend
entirely on the creativity of the players
and their ability to make use of the op-
ponent’s inaccuracies. I consider the
chances in this position to be equal.

9 We2

Or:

a) 9 &ic3 is dubious. In the ensu-
ing endgame Black has a pleasant po-
sition due to White's weakness on c3:
9...48xc3 10 bxc3 dxe5 11 dxe5 (worse
is 11 @xe5 Hixes 12 dxes Wxdl 13
Hxdl £d7 F; the bishop has an excel-
lent square on ¢6) 11..%Wxdl 12 Hxdl
£.d7 and I would rather be Black here.

b) 9a3is designed to take away the
bd-square from Black's knights and
also in some cases prepares to retreat
the bishop to a2. If White doesn't play
#ic3, then sooner or later he needs to
make this little pawn move. In contrast
to the main line, here White should
usually keep his queen on dl for a
while, to keep better control of the
b3-square. 9...0-0 and then:

bl) 10 &d3 Rd7 11 We2 &5 12
Wed (12 Rc2 HeB 13 b4 W7 14 Hel
&ie6 15 &b2 &34 16 Wed Big6 17 14
a5 18 b5 Wb6! gives Black a clear
advantage, Lane-Rausis, Cappelle la
Grande 1995) 12...15 13 exf6 &xf6 14
Wha &1b3 15 Za2 Hixcl 16 Excl Eeg
17 &3 g6 T (17...#e8 = Cosentino-
Loschi, Italy 1990,
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b2) 10 &bd2 Wbe 11 KdI7! (11
e dxeS 12 dxe5 Bdg 13 We2 Sd4
14 &ixd4 Wxd4 =) 11..580xd4 12 &cd
Fixf3+ 13 Wxf3 We7 14 exd6 Lxd6
15 Bixd6 Wxd6 16 Hdl WeS and
White doesn’t have enough compen-
sation for the pawn, Lematschko-Chi-
burdanidze, Buenos Aires wom OL
1978.

b3) 10 Hel &d7 (preparing to fin-
ish his development with 11...2c8) 11
b4 (11 2d3 EcB 12 We2 @as is also
equal) 11..Ec8 12 Wb3 dxe5 13 dxe5
a5 14 &xd5 exds 15 b5 a7 16 ad
&ie6 17 ©d4 Hed 18 Red fbd =
Salmensuu-Ratiagov, Tampere 1994,

¢) 9exd6 (White's point here is that
in the IQP positions that arise, Black
still needs some time to complete his
queenside development) 9..Wxd6 10
&e3 0-0 (D).

E%i%

ﬁ@%

Generally 1 would advise Black to
refrain from taking on ¢3 in this kind
of position. Black's main task is to fin-
ish his queenside development. This is
best achieved by playing ..a6 and
..p3. Now:

cl) 11 We2a6 12 Hdl b5 13 Kxd5
exd5 14 %5 Leb 15 K4 EfcB 16
Hacl Wd8 is about equal, but it is
White who needs to be most careful.
Black has the bishop-pair and his d3-
pawn is better protected than White's
on d4. For instance, White quickly lost
after 17 &bl &ixe5 18 LxeS Hxcl 19
Hxel Heg 20 Wel &g5 21 He5 Hxes
22 dxc5 d4 23 b d3 24 ¢7 Wd7 in
Pavasovié-KoZul, Slovenia 2000,
¢2) 11Hel Zds 12 £b3 a6 13 Wel
b5 with a complicated position, in
which Black's chances are not worse,
9...0-0 10 Fed
This is the most direct approach.
White prepares &d3, trying to pro-
voke ...g6. However, Black will have
another defence - ...f5 and as practice
has demonstrated, this gives him good
counterplay. We should note that tak-
ing the pawn with 11 &xd5 exd5 12
Wxds is not a threat, since it will open
up the position in Black’s favour.
Alternatives:
a) 10 exd6 Wxd6 11 @e3 trans-
poses Lo note ‘cl” to White's 9th move.
B) 10 a3 (now if Black answers
10...58.d7, we'll have similar positions
to those we saw in note ‘b’ to White's
Oth move: however, Black has an addi-
tional possibility to exploit White's
weaknesses) 10.. ' Wb6 (attacking the
d4-pawn and preparing ...23a5-b3) and
now:
bl) 11 Rdl @a5 12 £xd5 exds 13
&3 Wb (with the positional threat of
14..8b3 15 Za2 (15 Ebl ££5) when
the rook will be out of play on a2) 14
We2 $o4! 15 b4 Bich 16 bxas Wxed
17 Wxc3 Hxc3 18 £d2 Hc7 with a
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slight advantage for Black, Mediro-
vié-KoZul, Pula 2000,

b2) 11 Wed &as5 12 &£d43 5 13
exf6 @ixf6 14 Wha &b3 15 Ha2 Hixcl
16 Excl h6 17 &ic3 £d7 18 Bel Eacs
was about equal in Grigorian-Svesh-
nikov, Moscow 1983.

c) 10 Bel (D) has been played
several times by Sveshnikov, The rook
i5 often wseful on el. White doesn’t
show his intentions yet and waits to
see Black's reaction. Black has two
ways to equalize;

E%i% @@W
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cl) 10..5d7 11 &3 @ixe3 12 bxe3
dxe5 13 dxe5 a5 14 2d3 fc6 15
Did4 £45 16 Wed g6 17 £h6 Hel 18
Sb5 &ch (White has managed to pro-
voke ..gh, but has no real attacking
chances; his queenside pawn-structure
is inferior; in the following typical
example, White overestimated his po-
sition) 19 Hadl (better is 19 &ixch
Gixe6 20 £xcb bxed 21 cd with a
roughly equal position) 19..¥b6 20
£xc67! ixch 21 &3 Eads (the more
pieces off the board, the better for
Black) 22 W4 Exd1 23 Exd1 Kd8 24

Hel Wes F. White has a difficult posi-
tion. The weaknesses on e5 and c3 are
a good demanstration of Black's po-
tential in this line. In fact, in Pava-
sovic-Nedev, Dresden Z 1998 White
lost both pawns in just two moves: 23
&1g5 &xes5 26 hd Wxc3!. Here While's
best chance was to struggle for a draw
in a difficult endgame with 27 Hxe5
Hal+ 28 h2 Wxes 29 WxeS £.d6 30
Wxd6 Exde.

c2) 10..%4%5 11 &xd5 (11 &d3
&1b4 12 exd6 Exd6 13 Led £5 14 &d3
&Gixd3 15 Wxd3 &b 16 D3 ab =)
11..exd3 12 &3 Re6 13 £14 Sico 14
Hadl h6 15 h3 Wd7 is equal, Marko-
vit-Martinovic, Novi Sad 2000.

d) 10 Edl (this is similar to 10 Eel
— a useful waiting move, which im-
proves the position of the white rook)
10..5%5 11 £d3 (11 b3 £d7 12 &xd5
exd5 13 &3 Zeb 14 a3 Gwb 15
Hacl HeB 16 h3 a6 17 We3 He8 =
Pavasovié-McShane, Leon Echt 2001)
[1...0b4 12 exd6 Wxd6 13 Led £5 14
£.d3 &xd3 15 Exd3 (this is the main
difference from 10 Zel — here White
has the possibility of taking with the
rook; 15 Wxd3 a6 16 Lg5 Lxg5 17
&ixg5 bS = Tzermiadianos-M.Petrov,
Panormo open 2001) 15..b6 16 b4
c4 17 Ec3 b5 (17...8.a67 allows
White to win material: 18 b5! &xh5
19 a4 £a6 20 a3, Sermek-Radocaj,
Pula 2001) 18 ad 2b7 19 axb5 &ib6!
gives Black good compensation for
the pawn.

) The natural-locking continuation
10 &3 allows Black to break up
White’s pawn-formation: 10...&xc3
11 bxe3 dxeS! 12 dxe5 (12 &xes is
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probably more realistic, heading for
an equal position after 12...&\xe5 13
Wxe5 £d7 14 £d2 §c6, Salai-Shmu-
ter, Tyniste ECC 1995) and now the
multi-purpose move 12..Was! (D)
leaves the queen very well placed, as
can be seen from the following varia-
tions.
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Black has achieved very good re-
sults in practice with this continua-
tion. The point iz that thanks to his
better pawn-structure, Black is very
likely to get an advantage once he has
finished his development.

el) 13 Ebl is ambitious, but rather
weak, Black takes on ¢3 and defends
after that, keeping the extra pawn.
13..Wxc3 14 2b3 Wa5 15 Wed Hds
16 £g5 h6 17 &cl Wad F Ghaem
Maghami-Milos, Istanbul OL 2000.

e2) 13 Wed Wad (the main idea of
the previous move; Black prevents 14
.d3, as this would allow the exchange
of queens, which is favourable for
Black) 14 2g5 h6 15 &xe7 &ixe7 16
Zabl Eb8 17 Efdl b6 18 Bd4 &b7 F
Flores-Jakovenko, Saint Vincent 2001,

e3) 13 &d3 Zds 14 &g5 (after 14
Wed g6, besides 15...Wxc3 Black has
the positional threat of exchanging
queens with 15... 8d5) 14..h6 15 £xe7
(15 5d2 ££8 16 Wed g6 17 c4 %33 18
Le2 847 19 Ll Was 20 £42 We7
21 W4 Eac8 22 We3 £07 F Kos-
Rogi¢, Pula 2001) 15...%8xe7 16 Wed
@ig6 17 h4 £d7 18 h5 &eb 19 Wed
&\f4! F Kos-Cvitan, Pula 200].

e4) 13 2d2 Bd8 14 Hfel (14 £d3
Wad!? prevents 15 Wed, when the po-
sition remains complicated) 14..§.d7
15h4 &eB 16 Zabl Ha7 17 Yed Zads
18 &ig5 g6 19 Hbs WeT 20 &4 Hid4!
and suddenly White is in trouble, Bed-
narich-Grosar, Nova Gorica 1999,

10...8.d7 11 &d3

Or:

a) 11 &xd5exds 12 Wxds &ibd 13
Wh3 dxes 14 &ixes (14 dxe5? £e6 15
ad b5 16 Yxbs H1c2 —+) 14.. 45 is
much better for Black.

b) 11 a3 (as we already know, this
move weakens the b3-square; Black
can use this fact right away) 11.. 55
(11...Hc8 is also possible: 12 &d3 5
13 exf6 &ixf6 14 Wha d5 15 &3 Hied
16 Wh5 g6 17 Whe Exf3! 18 gxi3
£g5 19 £xg5 Hixgs 20 £4 Hif3+ 2]
%h1 W16 and the multiple weaknesses
in White's camp proved the decisive
factor in Torre-Adianto, Vung Tau Z
2000) 12 243 (12 &xd5 exd5 13
Wxds &6 14 a2 £xf3 15 gxf3 Hich
15 bad for White) 12...£5 13 ex{6 £xf6
14 We2 @b3 15 Ha2 Sixcl 16 Hxel
Ec8 was more than OK for Black in
the game Chekhov-Cvetkovié, USSR-
Yugoslavia 1976,

¢} 11 exd6 £xd6 and then:

{ =R J'.GE.--....L e L
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cl) 12 &xds exds 13 Wxds fe
and here:

cll) 14 Wb5 a6 (or 14...£d5) 15
We2 Rpd 16 Re3 Ze8 17 Bdl LT
18 h3 &h5 with compensation.

c12) 14 Wed £dS! F. Of course,
White cannol take the bishop because
of 15...&xh2+ and 16... Wxds,

cl3) 14 Whs5 Wd7 15 h3 Ked 16
Hel @b4 (or 16..Efe8) gives Black
more than enough compensation.

¢2) 12&c3 &iceT 13 Hies Lxes5 14
YxeS @xe3 15 bxed He8 16 &bl
21g6 17 We3 &bS = Kosikov-Yuferov,
Beltsy 1977,

11...£5 12 exf6 Zixf6 13 We2 Was!?

This interesting idea — to switch the
queen o the kingside — gives Black
excellent chances.

The continuation 13...8b4 14 &cd
d5 15 253 b6 and 16... Raed is also
fine for Black.

14 @4

White spends a tempo to close the
Sth rank,

14 &3 Wh5 15 a3 §3d5 16 Sed (af-
ter 16 &ixd5 exd5! the doubled pawns
control important central squares and
Black is ready to launch a kingside
attack) 16..Eae8 17 £d2 Hixc3d 18
&xc3 d5 19 £d3 £d6 (the position is
balanced; Black now goes on to create
a decisive attack) 20 h3 He7 21 %41
e 22 Re2 Wh6 23 b4 £hS 24 b5
&xf3 25 £xi3 W4 26 Hel Hd8 27
2b4 Wh2+ 28 &1 67 20 Bd2 £ xbe
30 Exb4 Hc7 31 Wd2 &5 0-1 (in
view of 32 Wxg5 Hc2 with inevitable
mate) Sermek-Atalik, Beijing 1997.

14...d5 15 &.d3 £.d6 16 51c3 Eael
(D)

Black has finished his development
and is ready to play ...e5. To under-
stand better this position, we can make
a comparison with a papular line from
the French Defence: 1 ed e6 2 dd4 d5 3
D2 @6 4 e5 Hfd7 5 243 ¢5 6 c3
@ich 7 @e2 cxdd 8 cxdd 16 9 exfs
2uxf6 10 0-0 £d6 11 &3 0-0 12 &ic3
(12 &4 or 12 £g5 is considered
better) 12... 847 (D).

be-
.
- [
a

This position is given as ‘unclear’ by
ECO. The difference between two dia-
grams is that in the first one White has
his queen on €2, while Black played
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two extra moves: ...Wa5 and ... Hae8.
Besides the fact that Black has won a
tempo compared to the second dia-
gram, placing the rook on e8 is a usual
plan (though ... &b6 instead of ... Wa5
is more typical), whereas White never
places his queen on e2 in that line of
French Defence and soon he'll have Lo
spend another tempo removing it from
e2. All this clearly favours Black, and
although I wouldn't say that White is
worse, Black certainly has excellent
prospects.

17 &.g5 e5 18 dxes Dixes 19 Hixes
L xes

19.. Hxe5 20 Wd2 £b4!7 also leads
to equality.

20 We2 Sc6

20, 8 xc3 2] Wxe3d Wred 22 bxel
Hed =,

21 Rael

After 21 Lxf6 Hxfé 22 &xhT+
&h8 23 S.g6 HefR 24 Wd3 g8 Black
has compensation and White is well
advised to force a draw by 25 £h7+
(25 Had17 d4 26 &e2 Wds 27 3 &b5
—+) 25...&h8 26 L6 Lok 27 LhT+

21...8xc3 22 Bxe8 Hxe8 23 bxed
ied

The position is equal, Pavasovié-
KoZul, Ljubljana 1996,

B22)

4..5¢c6 (D)

58cd

The interesting idea of delaying the
d4 advance became popular in the
middle of 1990s. This was rather a di-
rect consequence of White's crisis in
the main lines after 2 c3 &6,

The point of delaying d4 is the fol-
lowing: in accordance with the radi-
tional plan, Black will soon play ...d3
{or ...d6). Then White captures with
exd6 and in reply o .. @xd6 he plays
a3, In that scenario, if the moves d4
and ...cxd4 have not been played, it is
more difficult for Black to achieve
comfortable development (for instance
he won't have moves like ..dxe3, of-
fering to exchange queens on the d-
file). White can later combine the d4
advance with &1b5.

Initially, Black's defensive plans
tended to be based around playing
...cd, but this is double-edged. On the
one hand it prevents d4, but on the
other hand the c4-pawn is exposed to
attack by b3, when the exchange on b3
is usually in White's favour. The ...c4
plan 15 still very popular, but Black has
another good way (in my opinion a
better one) to counter White's plan.

Allernatively:

a) 5 d4 cxd4 transposes to Line
B33,

b} 5%a3 is another way to develop
first and delay d4. 5...g6 6 Wb3 (6 g3
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ReT 7 Lg2 &7 8 We2 0-09 0-0 d6
10 d4 cxd4 11 exdd Lg4 12 Edl &6
has been considered at least equal for
Black since the game Bisguier-Fischer,
Stockholm IZ 1962, and little has
changed since then) 6...&b6 7 d4 exdd
B cxd4 d5 (in this pawn-formation
White's pieces on a3 and b3 are mis-
placed, so the next move is best) 9
exd6 and now in the game Baklan-
Aagaard, Groningen 1998 Black care-
lessly played 9... 8277, which allowed
White to take the initiative with 10 d5.
As Aagaard pointed out, after 9... &e6
Black is by no means worse: 10 $c4
(after 10 dxe? Wxe7 11 Wel £g7
Black will soon regain the pawn, keep-
ing more active pieces) 10...8xc4 11
dined Lxed 12 Bxed Wxdé 13 0-0
Ed8 with a level game.

5..50b6 6 £ b3

After 6 £e2 d6 7 exdé Black has
two ways to reach equality:

a) 7..Wxd6 8 d4 (8 0-0 e6 9 a3
Ke7 =) 8...cxd4 9 cxdd &5 10 Hic3
e6 11 0-0 Ze7 124005 b8 13 g3 5445
14 &c3 0-0 (14..%d6!7) 15 &Hind5
exd5 16 &4 £d6 17 SeS HixeS 18
dxe5 fxe5 19 WxdS Lxf4 20 Wxfs
We5 = Korneev-Lautier, Cala Galdana
1999,

b) 7..e5 8 d4 cxdd 9 cxdd e4 10
g5 Exd6 11 Sixed Lbd+ 12 Hibe3
@xd4 130-0 '2-'2 Adams-Khalifman,
Wijk aan Zee 1995,

6...d5

6...c4 is the main alternative, lead-
ing to different types of positions.

T exdo

7d4 cxdd Bcxdd Rg49 Lede6 10
0-0 £e7 11 &ibd2 Hc8 is excellent for

Black. In positions with such a pawn-
formation, Black's only concern is his
light-squared bishop, which is usually
on c8. But here all his pieces are de-
veloped optimally and Black has good
prospects on the queenside. An exam-
ple: 12 Hel &15!7 (12..0-0 13 &c2
@ib4 14 Lb1 Hxcl 15 Wxel Wd7 16
a3 Ec8 17 Wdl &c6 =) 13 a3 0-0 14
We2 Wd7 15 £a2 He7 16 b3 &icd 5
17 £b1 £xbl 18 Hxbl &H6as 19
&ixas Fixas 20 Hfcl 2fc8 21 Exc7
Hxc7 22 Wd3 Wad 23 Bel B4 F
Proehl-Gabrielsen, Siofok 1996,

7..Wxd6 8 0-0

Or:

a) 8 d4 cxd4 transposes to Line
B332.

b) 8 &ia3 &Ket and then;
] bl) 9 0-0 transposes to the main
1ne,

b2) 94&b35 Wd7 brings White noth-
ing: 10 Rxe6 Wxeo+ 11 We2 Wxe2+
12 Exe2 EcB =

b3) 9 d4 £xb3 10 Yxb3 cxd4 11
@ib5 Wd7 12 Dbxd4 Sixdd 13 Hixdd
eb 14 0-0 Ke7 15 Td1 0-0 16 £b3
Weo 17 Red £c5 18 &xcs Y-l
Pavasovié-Kharlov, Ljubljana 2002,

8...5e6 9 Hia3

9 Sxed Wxed 10 dd4 cxd4 trans-
poses to the note to White's 10th move
in Line B3321.

9...4xb3 10 Wxbh3
10 axb3 ©d3 11 Hel e6 12 He3d
Wd7 13 &icd &Sixed 14 bxed Hd§ is
OK for Black, Christiansen-Seirawan,
USA Ch (Chandler) 1997,

10...%d3!

This is the point. Black exploits the
fact that White has delayed d4, and




68 ANTI-SICILIANS: A GUIDE FOR BLACK

disturbs the natural development of
White’s pieces.

10...e6 11 d4 cxd4 12 2dl illus-
trates White's idea. This position tra-
ditionally arises via the move-order 9
d4 cxdd4 10 a3 Lxb3 (instead of
10...dxc3, which is my recommenda-
tion in this book) 11 Wxb3 e6 12 Ed1.
White has a slight initiative in that
line, although Black equalizes follow-
ing 12..%d5! 13 &b5 Wxb3 14 axb3
Eds.

11 Wh5

Or:

a) 11 Hel o6 12 Ee3 Wd7 13 d3
Be73

b) 11 &b5 c4 12 Wdl Kc8 13 Hel
eb T

11...0-0-0 12 Wxc5S

Or:

a) 12 §1g57 ¢4! (White has no de-
fence against ... Ed35) 13 £xf7 2d5 14
&ixh8 e5! 15 b3 Exb5 16 &xbS cxb3
17 &%a3 bxa2 —+ Sermek-Gelfand, Por-
toroz 2001,

b) 12b3 e5 13 Bel 16! F.

12..e5 13 'Wed £xa3 14 bxald Sicd

Black has good compensation due
to his domination of the light squares
and White's broken pawn-structure.

B3)
4 d4 cxd4 (D)
Now:
B31: 5'%Wxd4 68
B32: 5cxdd 70
B33: 543 71

5 Rc4 is inaccurate:
a) Black can play 5..4b6 6 £b3

&e6, when White has little better than

b
F
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7 &3 (or 7 cxd4 d6 8 £if3 — Line
B33122) ransposing to Line B332.
b} Black has the additional possi-
bility 5...%c7!, forcing White's bishop
back to d3. This is considered the
strongest and pives Black very com-
fortable equality: 6 We2 (6 &xd5?
Bxe5+ F) 6...50b6 7 £d3 (7 &b3 d3!
8 Wed d5 9 £xd5 &ixd5 10 Wxd5 Sich
F) 7...80c6 8 {3 d5 9 exd6 Wxd6 10
£ixd4 (100-0 g4 11 BEdl g6 12 cxdd
Rg7 13 &c3 0-0 14 fe3 EadB 15 h3
Axf3 16 Wxf3 Wbd! ¥ Nogendra-
Gutman, Lucerne OL 1982) 10...2xd4
11 cxdd g6 12 &c3 Rg7 13 £b5 (13
0-0 0-0 14 Hd1 £d7 15 fed Kb 16
Sixct Wxct 17 Wxe7 Sxd4 = Hedke-
Brenninkmeijer, Groningen 1996; 18
Zxd4? runs into 18..Efe8) 13... Wds
14 0-0 (14 &g5 Reb 15 Hcl EcB! T
14..a6 15 @3 0-0 16 &g5 Hed 17
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Efdl &e6 = Glazier-Kouatly, Lucerne

OL 1982,

B31)

5W@xdd4 (D)

The recapiure with the queen is a
provocative continuation. White hopes
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that Black will weaken his position by
chasing the queen. There is a point in
such logic against an unprepared op-
ponent, However, if Black knows ex-
actly what to do he has more than one
way to achieve a promizing position.
After all, by attacking the queen Black
does gain time to develop his pieces.

Another drawback of White's plan
is that it is not very logical to play ¢3
E.E'ld then to recapture on d4 with a
piece,

5...66 6 3

6 2cd Dict 7 Wed HideT 8 &3
g6 9 0-0 WeT 10 Hel b6 11 £b3
Lb7 12 We2 Re7 13 a3 &xa3 14
bxa3 0-0 15 Rd2 &Hice? 16 Hids HHds
¥ Enchev-Delchev, Pamporovo 2001,

6...50c6 7 Wed 15 § We2

The point of this move is that in or-
der to get rid of the strong e5-pawn
Black must play ...d6 and then White
hopes to put pressure on the e-file.

From a strictly strategic peint of
view, 8 exi® gives White a positional
advantage: two pawn-islands for White
versus three for Black. As we’ll soon
see, While can ‘increase the advantage’

by keeping Black’s king in the centre,
The bad news for White is that Black
has good dynamic play. His pawn-
centre is mobile and his pieces are ac-
tive, while White will find it difficult
to coordinate his pieces. 8..%&xf6 0
Wha (9 Wc2 is met by 9...d5 followed
by ..&d6 and ..e5) 9.d5 10 &d3
£4d6 11 L6+ (11 &g5 &f7 12 Hdde
h6 13 Se3 e 14 &Le2 g5 15 Wh3
@ig6 T Vorotnikov-Sveshnikov, Lvoy
1983) 11..0e7 12 £c2 h6 13 Lg6
£d7 14 0-0 (14 &f4 e5 15 £g3 fe8
16 &xe8 Exe’ 17 Wad4 &f7 T Novo-
pashin-Sveshnikov, Volgodonsk 1981)
14...%e8 15 £.xe8 Wxel 16 Hidd &f7
17 Se3 @e5 18 £3 D4 F Frois- Yako-
vich, Santo Antonio 2000.

8..Wc7 9 g3 d6 (D)

9...b5!7 is a good alternative, Black
ignores the eS-pawn and begins activ-
ity on the queenside. Such a plan is un-
pleasant for White, because now it is
more difficult for him io find a sensi-
ble plan than in our main line. In prac-
tice Black has achieved very good
results in this line. 10 £g2 (10 Wxb5
&@ixe5 should be fine for Black) 10...a5
11 0-0 £a6 and now:

a) 12 2f4 2e7 13 &ibd2 0-0 14
Efel b4 15 c4 &ixf4 16 gxf4 a4 17
Eedl Had8 18 b3 Efe§ 7 intending

--d3, Rusanov-Brodsky, St Pelersburg
EDD[I.

b) 12 Hel £c5 13 £ibd2 0-0 14
b3 Lb6 F Kranzl-Stanec, Aschach
1997,

¢} 12Edl &5 13 33d4 bd 14 &ib5
Wh6 15 ¢4 0-0 16 a4 (after the alterna-
tive 16 &xd5 exds 17 Exds £xb5 18
cxb5 d4 19 Wed He6 White will




A ANTI-SICILIANS: A GUIDE FOR Biack

soon have problems on the kingside:
besides 20...8xf2+, Black threatens
20...f4 with a strong attack) 16...bxa3
17 &1c3M (17 L1xad is better, al-
though after 17...f4! the complications
are in Black’s favour) 17..axb2 18
#xb2 §xe3 19 £xc3 Hads gives
Black a clear advantage, Deviatkin-
A Rychagov, Tula 2001,
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10 exd6é £xd6 11 £g2 0-0 12 0-0
@1f6

Black is ready to push his e-pawn.
White should react promptly in order
to keep a level game:

a) 13 Dbd2 e5 14 fcd e4 15 &ig5
(15 &fd2 Leb 16 Lixd6 Wxd6 17 £3
£.d5 ¥ Novopashin-Rashkovsky, Vol-
godonsk 1981) 15._h6 16 Dixd6 Yxds
17 cd+ Wd5 18 Wxd5+ Hixds 19
@h3 Ses = Kranzl-Rogozenko, Bad
Wiessee 1997. White has two bishops,
but neither of them is easy to activate,
Iremember I was happy with the posi-
tion and eventually won after advanc-
ing my kingside pawns later on.

b) 13cdeS 14¢5 &eT 15 &ic3 and
now in Vorotnikov-Gorbatow, Moscow

1992 Black continued with 15..a6,
which allowed White to take some ini-
tiative on the queenside after 16 Wed+
@h8 17 bd. According to Gallagher,
Black should play 15...e4 16 £f4 (16
g5 Thi) 16...Was5 17 Wed+ hs 18
@ig5 WxcS, when White has nothing
better than a draw by repetition with
19 D7+ g8 20 Hih6++ Ths.

¢) 13 9idd Bixd4 14 cxdd £d7 15
@ic3 a6 16 Wdl Eadg 17 %b3 b5 18
£d2 %h8 = Finkel-De Vreugt, Dieren
19497,

B32)

5 exd4 d6

5.6 is less precise, Black keeps
the a4-e8 diagonal closed, thus reduc-
ing White's possibilities, but 6 §ic3! is
unpleasant, as Black doesn't have the
reply ...dxe5 followed by ._.&ixc3.

6 2cd (D)

EfQo s E
s XA7 BAkKi
B X BB

m Il
nh B
J o AR
BOEWE 5E

By not including the moves &3
and ...&%c6 White wants to make use of
the a4-e8 diagonal, which has been
slightly weakened by the move ...dé.
However, this doesn't really work and
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the best White can do is to play a later
)f3, transposing to the usual lines,

6..50h6 7 £ b5+

7 &b3?! dxeS 8 Wh5 (otherwise
Black has an advantage in the end-
game) 8...e6 9 dxe5 &ic6 10 &3 Wy
11 @3 &b4 12 £d2 Has! = Tong
Yuanming-Alterman, Beijing 1995,

7.6

7...8d7 8 6 is a more popular line,
leading to complicated positions. How-
ever, after the text-move Black has ah-
solutely no opening problems.

843

Or:

a) 8 &3 is the last chance to trans-
pose to Line B33121.

b) Bd5 a6 9 Lxeh+ (9 e6 axhs 10
exf7+ E@xf7 11 dxe6 bxeb 12 5313 Wd7
13 0-0 e5 14 S%3 Re7 F Colding-
Grishchuk, New York 2000) 9, bxcé
10dxc6 e6!? (the easiest Way to regain
the pawn) 11 &3 WeT 12 exd6 £ xd6
13 &ed &ds 5.

¢) Bexd6e6 (8. . Wxd6 94513 e6 =)
9 &3 Lxd6 10 £1¢3 (10 &xc6+ bxch
I 0-0 0-0 =) 10...0-0 11 0-0 £d7
leaves the bishop misplaced on b5,
and Black has enough time to deploy
his pieces comfortably versus the iso-
lated d-pawn. Note also that Black has
aslight lead in development, The posi-
tion is probably balanced, though 1
would certainly choose Black.

8..dxe5 9 d5 a6 10 &ad

10 Re3 axb5 11 dxe6 We7! 12
Zxb6 Wxb6 13 £d5 Wd8 (or first
13.. Wa5+ 14 b4) 14 7 Wds 15 &6
(15 Bel £d7 and soon Black will wip
the c7-pawn, gaining a decisive ad-
vantage) 15,..Ka6 16 Wxd6 (16 &ixcl

©xc7 17 Bcl Bc6 7) 16.exd6 17
@ixcB (17 £d5 He6 18 De2 feb ¥
17...&d7 traps the knight. Black wins
bath the knight and the c7-pawn.

10...5xad 11 Wxad b5 12 Sixbs
Rd7 13 Hic3 Ddd 14 Wd1 Lf5

White is in trouble: 15 s&f] g6 16
Dige2 Rg7 17 Digd &c2 18 Wd2 o4
19 Digxed fxed 20 Hixed Wxds 2]
Wd3 00 F Rozentalis-Sadler, Hast-
ings 1997/8.

B33)

593

White continues developing, using
the fact that Black cannot take on c3
because the d5-knight is unprotected.

5.8%6 (D)

For 5...e6 sce Line B21.
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Now:
B331: 6exdd 7
B332: 6 8cd4 76

B331)

6 exd4

White can now choose between
plans with &3 or &ed.
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f...d6

MNow:
B3311: 7583 72
B3312: 7T&cd 73

After 7 exd6 Wxd6 8 23 Lgd 9
£e2 e6 10 0-0 &e7 Black has a com-
fortable position against the isolated
pawn. Usually if the bishop is on cB
White can claim a slight initiative,
but the bishop is already on g4, so
Black has no problems at all, to say the
least:

a) 11 h3 Sh5 12 &ed WeT 13 a3
0-0 14 &g3 K6 15h4 h6 16 h5 Lh7
17 $d3 £xd3 18 Wxd3 Ead8 is much
better for Black, Laakso-RétSagov,
Jyviskyld 1996.

by 11a30-012 £e3 Hac8 13 Wa2
Efd8 T 14 Eacl &xc3 15 Exc3e5! 16
Hdl £xf3 17 &xf3 exd4 18 Lxdd
516 19 fixct Wxdd 20 Wxdd Lxdd4
0-1 Jicman-E.Cosma, Baile Tusnad
2001.

¢) 11 &h3 Wbd 12 Hixd5 Wxb3 13
axb3 exd5 14 h3 Lf5 15 &b5 6 16
S xch+ bxeh 17 Lf4 g5 18 £.d2 &d7

19 Ead £43 20 Hfal a6 21 b4 24622
H4a3 2b5 T Smyslov-Hort, Amster-
dam 1994,

B3311)

7 &3 (D)

This attempt to disturb Black’s cen-
tralized knight has an obvious flaw.
Black can break up White's pawn-
structure by taking on e5 and ¢3.

7.dxes

Of course it would be nice to switch
the move-order - to take first on ¢3 and
then on e3, but unfortunately White

K pWes X
s/AAT AAAA
: B g
s %}i}??%? gﬁé
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wouldn't take back on e5: 7..%xc3 8
bxc3 dxe5 9 d5! is favourable for
White.

8 dxe5 &ixed 9 Wxds+ Dxd8 10
bxc3

The position is balanced. White's
inferior pawn-structure is compensated
by his space advantage (thanks to the
strong pawn on e3) and the possibility
of exerting pressure on the b-file.

10...2.d7

Now:

a) 11&d4 L8 12 el a6 13 &d2
e 14 f4 Lc5 15 £d3 0-0 16 Habl 16
17 exft pxf6 18 Ehel &h8 19 g4 bS
20 h4 b7 21 a4 e5 = Sveshnikov-
Lanka, Bratislava 1996,

b) 11 Ebl Hel 12 Re3 a6 13 sd2
e6 14 £d3 £e5 15 Hhel fxed+ 16
Hxed h6 17 &1d4 He7 18 Eb6 L6 19
£ed Lxed 20 Hxed d7 21 4 g6 22
He3 Hes = Afek-Van Wely, Amster-
dam 2001.

c) 11 Beld e6 (11...26 is the alter-
native way of developing the bishop:
12 §id4 Hel 13 sod2 297 14 4 0-0
15 Ebl f6 16 exfa?! {better is 16 b
£ xeb 17 Sixed Fixed 18 Exb7 £5 with
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cquality] 16 Hxf6 17 £43 Hd6 18
Hhel a6 19 He2 £c6 with an advan-
tage for Black, Kharlov-A. Fedorov,
Ekaterinburg 2002) 12 a4 a6 13 £43
EcB 1asbd? 80515 $.d4 hé 16 Bhbl

Hc7 = Al Karpov-Brodsky, Smolensk
2000,

.B3312)

T &cd b6

Now:
B33121: 8 2bs 73
B33122: 8 b3 74

B33121)
8 4bs(n)
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This is one of those lines that often
leads by force to ‘dead drawn’ posi-
tions, I have played against this line
several times, and occasionally fell
into a psychological trap: [ was an-
noyed with those equal positions and
ried to complicate matters. This usu-
ally ended up badly. Now that I am
more experienced I can permit myself
to give some advice for those who
aren’t happy with a quick draw: reach

a level p:}siLir::n and play on, but with-
out crossing the line. Continue to play
the equal position. If your opponent
plays well until the end, then Jjust let it
be a draw,

g;..dxcs 9 &ixe5 L.d7 10 &xcé

I

a) 10 &£e3 &1xe5 11 dxes £xb5 12
Exdi+ (12 Sxb5 Wxdl+ 13 ©xdl
Dd5 =) 12.. Exd8 13 £1xb5 a6 14 &c3
(14 Dc7+ 2d7 15 Le3 Hicd 16 HdS
{16 Zd1+7? &xc7 17 el bS 18 b3 e6
19 bxcd b4 20 el Feh T A, Vajda-
Rogozenko, Odorheiu Secuiesc 19921
16..40xe3 17 &ixed ef =) 14,66 =.

b) 10 @xd7 @xd7 11 &ic3 (a pop-
ular variation in recent years) 11, Ed8
(after 11...e6, 12 Wgd h5 is accept-
able for Black, but White has the more
unpleasant 12 0-0 Ze7 13 g4 0-0 14
#xc6!? Wxc6 15 £h6 £f6 16 Bfd]
threatening 17 &le4 with attacking
prospects; the text-move is designed
to avoid this) and then:

bl) 12 W3 a6 13 fxe6 Yxeo 14
Bxc6+ bxeh 15 £e3 e6 = followed
by ..&e7 and ..55d7. White has one
weakness — on d4; Black has two — on
ch and a6. However, White also has a
poor bishop on &3, so the position is
equal. Both sides can protect their
weaknesses without major difficulties.

b2) 120-0e6(12.. Wxd4?! 13 b3
gives White compensation, Godena-
Rechlis, Eupen ECC 1994) 13 2417 (a
recent idea; 13 Re3 £e7 14 Wgd -0
=; 13 Wgd Wxd4 14 W3 51d5 15 2dl
Wes 16 Dxds Exd5 17 &xch+ b6
18 &f4 W6 19 Hacl £e7 20 Bxco
Exdl 21 Wxd1 0-0=; 13 &5 §e7 14
£.xe7 Wxe7 15 Wed (15 Wr3 0-0 16
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Sxch bxc6 17 Wxco HExd4) 15..0-0
16 &xch bxch 17 a3 BEd7 = Fogarasi-
Anka, Budapest 2001) 13...8e7 (best;
13...a6 14 Sixc6 Wxco 15 £g5 6 16
He3, Potkin- Arakisi, Batumi Ech 2002,
16...82e7 17 Wh35+ g6 is double-edged;
e.g., 18 Whe &f7 19 Zfcl &d5 20
Hed Who 21 a5 Whs) 14 Wed (14 a5
&id5 15 a6 gives White nothing due to
15..5%7! 16 Lxc6 bxeb!) 14..0-0 15
Hdl £5 16 Wg3 a6 17 &xc6 Wxeb
with excellent play for Black.

b3y 12 Ze3 looks most logical to
me — White protects the d4-pawn so
that he can meet 12...e6 with 13 g4
a6 14 Lxc6 Wxe6 15 0-0 hS 16 We2
{16 Wh3 &e7 17 Eacl g6 18 Hfdl 0-0
=; 16 Wg5 hd 17 h3 Eh6 followed by
...Hgh with counterplay) 16..h4 17 h3
(17 Wed? h3 18 gxh3 £e7 19 Hacl
{19 Wxg7? d7 —+} 19..g6 leaves
White with a temble pawn-structure
and no active play at all) 17...2e7 18
Wed 0-0 =

10...2.xc6 11 Zixc6 bxe6 12 0-0 g6

Most probably in the near future
there will be an exchange of the c6-
pawn for the d4-pawn. That would
lead to positions where neither side
has much to play for. White's only
chance to fight for an advantage is to
attack the e7-pawn before Black cas-
tles, but that proves to be harmless too.

13 Hel g7 14 £g50-0

Even if Black didn’t have this tacti-
cal trick, then 14. &8 would be suf-
ficient for equality.

15 i xe7 Wxdd

Now:

a) 16 &3 Hfe8 17 W3 Gicd 18
Wxc6 De5 19 Wes &d3 20 Wxdd

£xdd 21 Hedl fxi2+ 22 #f1 Hxe?
23 Bxd3 &b6 24 £)d5 Ee5 = Span-
Van der Weide, Lesuwarden 2001.

b) 16 ¥xd4 &xdd 17 &d2 (17
137! Kfe8 18 &5 %icd 19 Hied Heb
20 Radl &xb2 ¥ Novak-Palac, Pula
2000) 17..2fb8 18 Habl (18 &a3?!
@iad: 18 Eacl &xb2 19 BExct &0ds =
Alterman) 18...60d5 19 &b3 £g7 20
£.d6 Zb3, Sammalvuo-Krakops, Halle
jr Wch 1995, The pressure on b2 is
enough to compensate for the weak
ch-pawn, which will be protected with
..dc8 if need be. Black's plan is to
play ...a5-ad with equality.

B33122)

8 2h3

This has recently become one of the
most popular attempts to fight for an
advantage in the 2 ¢3 @if6 Sicilian.
White leamed thal to create any prob-
lems for Black, he must be prepared to
make some concessions.

8...dxeS5 9 d5 &as 10 &3

White is a pawn down and he is
ready to exchange his bishop for the
knight. These are the concessions I
was talking about, What does White
achieve in return? Let’s see.

In contrast to many other lines of the
Alapin Variation White has managed to
push his pawn to d3, which secures him
a space advantage. This strong central
pawn is an important feature of the
position and Black would like to get id
of 1t. Thus, Black will spend time elim-
inating/exchanging the dS-pawn and
meanwhile White is planning to com-
plete his development and slart creat-
ing threats on the central files.
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10...%1xb3

10...f6 is an interesting possibility;
Black wants to keep his material ad-
vantage and simply ignores the ds-

pawn. The plan is ..g6 and ..8g7.
However, as the reader might have ob-
served, I generally consider that mate-
rial is less important than positional
factors. While I am sure that 10...16 is
a reasonable move, in this book I am
recommending the more natural plan
with ...ef.

11 &xh3 e6 12 &Hixes

12 £g5 &e7 13 Hdl exds' 14
&xdS £.xg5 15 £ixgs 0-0 16 hd Hixd5
17 ExdS Wic7 ¥

12...exd5

12...8d6 is a good alternative: 13
Wh5+ R 14 dxeb Lxe6 15 L4 (15
@3 Led favours Black) 15, &icd!?
and then:

a) 16 Ed17M Weg! ¥

b) 16 0-0-0 We7 17 &d7+ (not 17
Bxd6? @ixd6 18 Wha Whe 19 &1d7+
Sxd7 20 Lxd6+ g8 21 W4 hS and
Black wins, Neubauer-Tratar, Porto-
roZ 1998) 17, Wxd7! 18 &xd6+ &ixds
19 Exd7 £xd7 20 Exd6 de7 =,

c) 16 @ixcd Lxfd 17 He3 Wd7 18
WeS+ W6 with a complicated posi-
tion, which is roughly equal.

13 &e3 (D)

White has sacrificed his d-pawn,
but in return he has developed his mi-
nor pieces very actively, All he has to
do now is bring his rooks into play, af-
ter which his initiative will start to be
dangerous,

On the other hand, Black has no
weaknesses, except his lack of devel-
opment, which is a temporary factor.

As long as Black keeps his extra pawn
on d3, he is practically out of danger
even when the king stays in the centre.
That's why White indirectly increases
the pressure on d3,

13 Wb5+ 247 14 Sixd7 Wxd7 15
0-0 Re7 16 Hel Ed8 (16... @xbs 17
#xb5 &d7 is a possible improvement
if Black is not satisfied with a quick
draw) 17 &e3 0-0 18 £xb6 axb6 19
Wxd7? Txd7 20 £ixdS Y-z Palkovi-
Feher, Budapest 2002.
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13...8.d6 14 Wb5+ &f8 15 5HF3

This quiet retreat is best.

The nice-looking 15 0-0-0 has the
obvious drawback that White's own
king can now easily be attacked. Black
has easier counterplay here than if
White castles kingside. 15, £e6 16
&3 (16 £4 £ xeS 17 fxe5 h6 T Van der
Werf-Van Wely, Wijk aan Zee 1995)
16..Hc8 17 &bl (as a consequence of
15 0-0-0 White must lose time running
away from the c-file with the king)
17..5%4 18 Gxd5 a6 19 Wh3! (White
must play accurately; 19 Wxb77 Ebg
20 Wxa6 S1xb2 —+; 10 Wad? 15+
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20 sal £c2! 21 @xc2 &xe3 —+)

19...8a5 20 £b6 &ixb6 21 Exb6 Wes

22 Wxe3 Sxc5 23 &el &xed 24 fxe3

215+ 25 dal Le? 26 HHdd Red =

Liiva-Rogozenko, Internet rpd 2000.
15...5.e6 16 0-0 Sied!?

Forcing matters. A quiet plan with
16..h6 followed by ..&g8-h7 has
proved in practice to be too slow, and
gives White enough time to generate
dangerous activity in the centre and on
the queenside.

17 Wxb7

17 Bad1!? fixe3 18 fxe3 Who also
leads to an equal endgame: 19 Wxb6
axb6 20 &ixdS (or 20 Dg5 de7 21
&ixd5+ & xd5 22 Hxds £6 =) 20.. Ha5
(20...8xd5!7? 21 BExds de7 22 Hid4
g6) 21 &xb6 (21 B4 PeT 22 Hixeb
fxe6 =) 21...8¢7 22 b4 Hxa2 =,

17..8c8 18 Wxch+ Hxc8

In the endgame Black needs some
accuracy to secure full equality:

19 &£d4

19 fxa7 $ixb2 =,

19... 8¢5 20 &xc5+

The plan with 20 &xc5+ and 21
a4 is double-edged. As we'll see,
the white knight is badly placed for the
fight against Black's d-pawn. Other-
wise:

a) 20 b3 &6 21 &Kxc5 Hxch 22
Die2 el =

b) 20 Hacl e (or 20...2xb2 21
Sixds Hd3 22 &xci+ Hixcs 23 Kfdl
g6 24 &f4 g7 =) 21 Lxg7 Ehg8 22
$d4 Exd4 23 Hixdd &ixb2 is about
equal too.

20...Exc5 21 Dad Ec8 22 b3 D1a3
23 53d4 (D)

23 Racl $c2!.
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This position was reached in the
game Pavasovic-Jelen, Ljubljana 2002.
Black now carelessly played 23...&e7?
and after 24 Hac1 he suddenly had se-
rious problems because of the poorly
placed knight on a3, which was not
ahle to come back into play. Instead,
Black should take care of the knight:
23..&c2 gives him a good position.
For instance: 24 @xc2 Hxc2 25 Efcl
Hxcl+ 26 Hxcl &e7 intending ...&d6
and .. HEb8-b4, when the central d-
pawn is more valuable than White's
queenside majority. It is also well
known that rook plus bishop is poten-
tially stronger than rook plus knight.
Now if White goes for the a7-pawn
Black will get strong counterplay: 27
Hc7+ 2d6 28 Exa7 Bcl with advan-
tage for Black,

B332)

6 Scd (D)

For the moment White doesn’t care
about material and goes for quick de-
velopment. As usual in such cases,
Black shouldn’t grab pawns, but rather
be ready to return the extra material in

THE ALAFIN VARIATION (2 c3) £
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order to obtain good development him-
self,

6..2b6 7 £.b3 d5

This is slightly more precise than
7...d6, when White has the possibility
of transposing into Line B33122 with
& cxd4 dxe5 9 d5. However, there is
usually no difference between ..dé
and ...d35 in such situations.

8 exd6 Wxde

Now:
B3321: 9 0-0 77
B3322: 9%a3 79

B3321)

90-0 (D)

This was for a long time the main
position of the 2 c3 &3f6 line. However,
practice has shown that Black has
several safe ways to reach complete
equality, Nowadays, one tends only to
see il adopted when White is hoping to
outplay his opponent in an equal posi-
tion, or to make a draw without diffi-
culties against a stronger opponent.

9..5e6 10 Ha3

10 Sxe6 Wxe6 11 Sixdd Bd7 (this
is simple and safe; Black also equalizes

after 11..5wd4, but 1 like the text-
maove, which looks logical — it removes
the queen from the exposed e6-square
and it doesn't activate White's queen)
and then:

a) 1285 a6 (12...Wxd] 13 Hxdl
Bes =) 13 Wxd7+ &xd? 14 Tdl+
el 15 &15a3 e6 16 Led T 17
£ xbé+ xb6 18 b4 (1B D2 Re7
19 Hd2 e 20 ad = [in&ié) 18...Re7
19 &icd+ &cT 20 a4 Ehds 21 Sbd2
b5! F Smagin-Ihn¢ié, Belgrade 1998.

b) 12 RKed eb 13 &d2 (13 Wed
looks more ambitious; Black can then
choose between 13...%%4 and 13...8%5
14 Wg3 &b, followed by ..Rd6,
with an equal game in both cases)
13...60d5 14 Sic4 87 15 Sixct Wxco
16 We2 &ixed Yo-1 Rozentalis-Lesi-
¢pe, Montreal 2001,

¢) 12 &ixch and then:

cl) 12..Wxc6 13 We2 (after 13
&hd2, 13...e6, 13...g6 and 13...2d8 all
lead to equality) 13...e6 14 23d2 Ke7
15 &3 Sf6 16 Se5 Axgs 17 &ixg5
h6 18 &f3 0-0 19 Hadl RadB with
equality, Blatny-de Firmian, Chicago
1995,
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c2) 12..Wxdl 13 Exdl bxc6 14 ad
e515a5 &4d5 16 5d2 0-0-0(16..f6 17
&cd &f7 followed by ...deb is also
equal - Ilin&ié) 17 @ecd 6 18 Le3
Hd7 = 19 a6 &e7 20 Qa5 Dixed 21
Hxd7 #xd7 22 fxed ed 23 Had {5 24
Hd4+ dcT T Savic-Mingié, Yugoslav
Ch 2001.

10...dxc3

Usually Black isn't eager to take on
3 and help White develop, but here il
is different. The main point is to gain
time by offering White the exchange
of queens, which traditionally favours
Black in these lines.

11 Wel

By keeping gueens on the board,
White hopes to exploit his develop-
ment advantage.

Black is fine in the endgame after
11 &bS Wxd1 12 Hxdl He8 13 Lxeb
fxef since the doubled pawns on the
e-file control some important squares
in the centre; White must fight for
equality. Following 14 &xc3 (after 14
bxc3?!, both 14..%%4 and 14...g6 are
fine for Black) 14...g6 15 Eel &7 16
dxeb6 0-0, all Black's pieces are better
placed. The weakness on e7 plays no
role, since Black can easily protect it.
White should be able to hold a draw.
but it is clear that Black's chances are
slightly preferable.

11...5.xb3 12 &3S

Or 12 axb3 e5 13 &1b5 Wbs.

12..%b8 13 axb3 5 (D)

White has tned vanous ways Lo
fight for an advantage here, but Black
has proved that he's got enough re-
sources to neutralize all White's at-
tempts to take the initiative. In the
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following lines I would advise that
Black refrain from taking on b2. Time
is 4 more important factor, and Blacks
priority should be o complete his de-
velopment, even if for that purpose he
has to return his extra pawns,

14 &d4

Other moves:

g) 14 Hel gives Black a pleasant
choice between 14,16 and 14, &7,
In buth cases Black’s chances are pref-
erable and White should be looking
for a way to force a draw by repetition,
as in the following line mentioned by
Stoica: 14...f6 15 &fd4 Sixd4 16 Sixd4
&f7 17 bxe3 Wet (17...exdd 18 Wep+
&b 19 Hed h6 20 Hgd+ ®h7 21
Wi+ &gB 22 Web+ =) 18 &3 Rd6
(18..8e7!7) 19 Re3 40d5 20 Wd3!
Gixe3 21 Hxe3 Web 22 W5 g6 23
g5+ EgT 24 Debh+ 7 25 Dgs+=.

b) 14 bxe3 Re7 15 &g5 (Smagin's
move) and now Black has several ac-
ceptable ways to neutralize White's
initiative:

bl) 15..16 is an ambitious move
which leads to very sharp positions.
White has compensation for the pawn,

THE ALAPIN VARIATION (2 c3) Y

but no more than that. A recent exam-
ple: 16 &e3 &ic8 17 Dh4 0-0 18 Wed
a6 19 &5 g6 20 DixeT+ DibxeT 21
Wed+ g7 22 £ic7 Dd6 23 Deb+
g 24 Wd3 Ec8 25 Radl Hcb 26 c4
@c8 27 &S with an unclear position,
Koch-Tregubov, Belfort 2002,

b2) 15...a6 (this is the simplest way
lo equalize) 16 &xe7 Dixe7 17 Dxes
0-0 (17..f6 wins a knight, but the
black king remains stuck in the cen-
tre; according to Nijboer Black can
give it a try, but I doubt that it makes
much sense to suffer under White's
extremely strong attack, when each
mistake can be the last one) 18 &d4
Figh 19 Sixp6 hxgh = Onishchuk-
Nijboer, Wijk aan Zee 1996.

14..5xd4 15 $xd4 16 16 bxed
&f7 17 ©b5 a6 18 Seld axbs 19
G xh6 Hxal 20 Exal Ee8 21 Eas

White regains the pawn, and the
game becomes completely equal.

21...h4

Or 21..Wce 22 ®xb5 Wxcld 23
Wds+ g6 24 hd Wel+ 25 seh2 Weo
26 Wxch bxeo 27 Ead &7 28 HcB
HeR 29 Hxch feT =

Mow (after 21...bd )

a) 22 c4 Wc6 23 HbS Re7 24 a5
Ha® 25 h3 &5 26 &xb4 and now, ac-
cording to Murrey, most precise is
26..b6 27 Sxc5 bxeS 28 Wd3 (28
We3 Kcg =) 28..h6 29 Wd5+ Wxds 30
cxds Hed =

b) 22 cxbd We6 23 Wed Bxed 24
bxcd Sixbd 25 Ea7 Ec8 26 TxbT+
e 27 Bxg7 48 28 He7 (28 Hxh??
Ebg 29 5 fxe5 —+) 28..Ebg 29
Hetir ©d7 30 o7+ e6 31 Beb+ 2d7
Uy-ts Luther-Sadler, Gausdal 1994,

B3322)
9 5a3 (D)

’2’%1%%@2 E

e

This sharp line involves a pawn sac-
rifice, It was first played by Ukrainian
master Okhotnik in 1986 and gained
popularity thanks to its slightly differ-
ent concept than 9 0-0. The main point
of developing the knight before cas-
tling is to prevent the exchange of
light-squared bishops with 9...2e6,
which would be met by 10 &1bS (see
below). Another idea of 9 &3l is to
provoke a move like 9...a6. This would
also make White happy: he has devel-
oped a piece, while Black has made a
defensive pawn move,

However, like in other lines of the
Alapin Variation, with accurate and
precise play Black is able to solve all
his problems. In fact, many variations
lead by force to equal endgames (this
is also typical for the 2 ¢3 Sicilian),
though in some positions tactics are
still present.

9...dxc3 (D)

We have seen this motif before —
Black takes the pawn and offers an
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endgame by exchanging queens along
the d-file.

9...8e6 is also possible, but is less
ideal than in Line B3321. Then 10
@bS Wd7 11 fxe6 Wxeb+ 12 fe3
Wd7 leads to positions that are close to
equal, although White might claim an
initiative thanks to his lead in develop-
ment.

After 9...a6 10 0-0 we have the same
position as in Line B3321 but with the
inclusion of the moves &a3 and ...a6. [
suspect that Black shouldn't suffer too
much because of it, but that inclusion
favours White, which is reason enough
for Black to avoid it — he is doing fine
after 9...dxc3 and there is no need (o
mike any concessions.

K 2T vl X
W [ %i% %1%1‘

White has two main replies:
B33221: 10 Wxd6 80
B33222: 10 We2 B1

After 10 &1b35 the most White can
hope for is a draw. Black has a mate-
rial advantage and no weaknesses. His
problems with his centralized king
and the development of his kingside

are only temporary and will be solved
sooner or later. In the worst case Black
will return the extra material to com-
plete his development. 10.,. Wxd1+ and
now:

a) 11 @xdl b8 12 &4 cxb2 13
Ebl K15 is very sharp. Rabiega-Van
Wely, Frankfurt rpd 2000 continued
14 &7+ &d7 15 Kxb2 Eds 16 Zd2+
@cB 17 Exd8+ dxds (17..£xd8 ap-
pears even better, keeping the f-pawn)
18 £.xf7 5 19 &ixe5 £.d6 20 Hixc6+
WxcT T

b) 11 fxdl cxb2 12 £xb2 Hed 13
Sc3 Eb8 14 2b3 &d6 15 Dixd6+
exd6 16 @g5 &d8 17 0-0-0 Leb 18
Hhel &d7 (the king finds an excellent
shelter behind the d-pawn) 19 &ixe6
(19 %ed? Lxb3 20 axb3 EeR wins for
Black, Sylvan-Sammalvuo, Roskilde
1998) 19...fxe6 20 f4 gives White some
compensation, but it is probably not
enough after 20..Hc8 21 &b2 Hcs
followed by ...h35.

B33221)

10 ¥xd6

White has almost completed his
development and hopes to generate
some quick activity in the endgame. In
contrast to the immediate 10 &ibS,
here White creates a weakness on d6
and opens the e-file, which might give
him sufficient positional compensation
after placing his rooks on d| and el.

10...exd6 11 £1b5 Eb8 (D)

We have a rare case of an extremely
sharp endgame:

a) 12 @g5 &e5 13 0-0 £47 14
@xed KeT 15 f4 Secd 16 Hel iy
and then:

THE ALAPIN VARIATION (2 i) 81

al) 17 Sxcd Sxcd 18 b3 &6 19
Diged Ldd+ 20 Hf1 1521 Hd] Hed+
22 fxe3 fixed 23 Hxd6 and here in-
stead of 23...&e8 (Blatny-Wells, Aus-
tria 1999), Wells recommends 23...&.¢6,
which gives Black the advantage after
24 g5 @ xf4 25 Db+ LeT 26 Hxco
£xh2!.

a2) 17 c2 g6 18 ad is a very com-
plicated endgame. Black has many
possibilities. One possibility is to en-
ler a position with rook and two pawns
for knight and bishop: 18...a5 (Black
wants to play 19...%f6, which would
give him a fine position) 19 Hxe7!?
(the exchange sacrifice is based on the
tactical motif that the c4-knight has no
moves; the immediate 19 b3 £f6 is
good for Black) 19...5#xe7 20 b3 f6 21
3 b8 22 bxed HExcd 23 &d2
Ehc8 24 Ha3 2b4!?. 1 would prefer
Black here.

b) 12 bxe3 (D) and at this point
Black can choose from several moves
of roughly equal value:

bl) 12..a6 13 &e3 (after 13 &ic7+
wdf 14 £dS Hxd5 15 &xdS Le6
Black had a slight advantage in the

game §.Lali¢-Sakhatova, Isle of Man
1994) 13..axb5 14 £xb6 Re7. As
usual in such positions, Black’s broken
pawn-structure gives White enough
compensation for the pawn, but no
more than that. A draw is the most
likely result.

b2) 12..5e6 13 Rf4 (13 Le3?!
£eT 14 Hfd4 Scd is slightly better
for Black, L.Vajda-Delchev, Budapest
2000) 13...EKd8 14 0-0-0 d5 15 2hel
with enough compensation to keep the
game level,

b3) 12..8%e7 13 214 0-0 = with the
point 14 £ixd6 &e6 15 0-0-0 £as! T

B33222)

10 We2

White avoids the endgame.

10...215

First development, then material.

11 b5 Wd7 12 Hes5 Hixes 13
Exes Hc8! (D)

13..f6 14 QT+ LdB 15 et
$xe6 16 Wxet Wxeb+ 17 L xebd gives
White promising compensation due to
his strong light-square control and his
development advantage.
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Thiz rook move, which was first
played by Peter Wells, is safe for
Black. It turns out that taking on a7 is
bad, so now it is White who must play
accurately lo equalize.

14 0-0

14 Eixa7 6! 15 a5 cxb2 16 £xh2
ficd F,

14...5c4 15 &xcd Hxcd 16 Fixcd

Or:

a) 16 £f47 f6 17 Wbi+ He8 18
DcT+ RFT 19 Wxb7 e5 20 Wh3+ gt
21 &d5 exf4 22 Hixfa+ ¥hé —+ Pal-
kovi-Wells, Budapest 1997.

b) 16 b3 and then:

bl) 16..Ec6!.

b2) 16..8cE 17 Hel eb6 18 Sxa7
Hcs 19 @bs+ Wds 20 Wxb7 Wds 21
Whs+ Wds 22 Wod Was 23 Wb7 W7
24 Wa8+ WdR = and now in L.Vajda-
A.Horvath, Budapest 2002, White took
the unwise decision to continue the
battle, and soon regretied it; 25 Wxd8+
xd8 26 ad c2 27 a5 c7 28 b4 Bds
29b3&b7 30 fe3 &c5 31 Hic6 Kxed

32 fxe3 Ked. It became clear that the
advance of White's pawns brings noth-
ing, while Black has kept his very
strong pawn on 2, which controls the
important squares bl and dl. Black
Went on to win.

b3) 16..16 17 &do+ Wxds 18
Exd6 exdb 19 bxcd Ld7 followed by
...2e7 and ...Hc8. Black's position is
preferable,

16...e6 (D)

White's active queen and lead in de-
velopment constitute a certain amount
of compensation for the pawn. How-
ever, Black is slightly better, since he
has no weaknesses and he can keep ei-
ther the extra pawn or the bishop-pair.
17 Bel Hc5 18 g3 16 (18...4g6 19
£f4 Le7 20 Had] Web 21 Le3 Hed
22 @bR+ Wes 23 Wxc8+ Hxc8 24
Rxal=)19 £ 4720 Eadl Wee 21
Sd6 Hed 22 h3 e5 23 Sxf8 Hxf8 24
We3 a6 T L. Vajda-Rogozenko, Bucha-
rest 2000,

5 Miscellaneous Lines

after 2 9)f3

1ed ¢5 283 (D)
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This standard move is normally de-
signed to prepare the advance d4, thus
entering the Open Sicilian. Black has
three main answers:

A: 2..d6 83
B: 2..5%w6 03
C: 2..e6 a8

The choice between these moves
will be primarily dictated by Black’s
preferred line of the Open Sicilian.
However, 2 843 is a flexible move:
depending on Black’s answer, White
can choose various Anti-Sicilian lines
as well. In fact, White's idea when
playing an Anti-Sicilian after 2 &3 is
often to exploit the ‘drawbacks’ of

Black’s reply on the second move. For
instance the move 2..d6 ‘weakens’
the a4-e8 diagonal and White's choice
of Anti-Sicilian is often based on this
factor. The most popular Anti-Sicil-
ians after 2 &)f3 involve 3 &b5(+), in
reply to 2...d6 or 2...&c6. These repre-
sent a big part of the practical mate-
rial. However, as reader will see, there
are plenty of possible Anti-Sicilians
besides 3 &b5(+), so | decided to di-
vide the material between two chapters
— Chapter 6 is devoted to 3 &b3(+),
while in this chapter we shall consider
other lines.

Please note that we shall only be
considering the three 2nd-move op-
tions for Black listed above. Other
moves (such as 2.6, 2...g6, 2...a6,
etc.) are weaker and won't be exam-
ined in the present book. I assume that
Black has a well-thought-out reper-
toire and a good weapon in the Open
Sicilian. In that case he must choose
from one of the above moves.

A)

2.6

Black intends to meet the Open 5i-
cilian with a variation such as the
Najdorf, Scheveningen, Classical or
Dragon.

T



