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  Preface

  The King’s Indian and the Grünfeld are two of Black’s most dynamic and combative defences to 1 d4. Nowadays one needs to be armed with a lot of complex theory in order to successfully tackle them and even then success is not guaranteed. Thus it is not surprising that many white players, especially at lower and amateur levels, often deviate from the main paths after 1 d4 Nf6, preferring to omit an early c2-c4 and to avoid the King’s Indian and the Grünfeld altogether.

  This book aims to provide the reader with a complete, well-researched and sound repertoire against all these anti-King’s Indian and anti-Grünfeld systems. More specifically, it covers all the established opening set-ups White can employ after 1 d4 Nf6, provided that he refrains from playing c4 at an early stage – that would transpose back to our beloved openings! In addition, you will find at the end a couple of chapters discussing move order issues relating to the English Opening. While this material is strictly outside the range of the anti-King’s Indians, it is of such great practical significance to King’s Indian and Grünfeld players that I felt I had to give it the attention it deserves.

  I must admit that the title of this book is not entirely accurate! That’s because some Benoni and Benko players like to meet 1 d4 Nf6 2 Nf3 with 2...g6 and so may find our coverage of some use. Moreover, all players who employ 1 d4 Nf6 have to encounter both the Trompowsky and the Veresov; two openings which I have devoted a fair amount of coverage to.

  I have decided to categorize White’s anti-King’s Indian approaches into four main categories:

  i. White pursues an independent approach on move 2, especially with the Veresov and the popular Trompowsky. Both of these systems contain a fair amount of danger for the unwary, but White makes certain concessions along the way and Black can gain a good game by countering them head on!

  ii. Solid set-ups characterized by an early e3, namely the infamous London, Torre and Colle trio. I am sure that many of you who play your chess away from the elite world of Linares and Wijk aan Zee have faced these options all too often. They are not without practical bite, but as I aim to show, Black can obtain a decent game by knowing exactly where to place his pieces and which plans to pursue. Please note that White can also employ an aggressive version of the London System in the Barry Attack, but this can be met with a concrete and strong sequence.

  iii. White fianchettoes his king’s bishop on g2. These solid systems have great transpositional significance and therefore I have provided separate coverage for both King’s Indian and Grünfeld players.

  iv. Move order issues which arise after both 1 c4 and 1 Nf3. These approaches see White aiming to avoid the Grünfeld, but they fail to inconvenience the King’s Indian player. Chapter 11 discusses these problems for the Grünfeld player, before I move on in Chapter 12 to examining how to handle a King’s Indian set-up whenever White plays c4 but not also d4.

  Researching and writing this book has been a rewarding process. I have become better acquainted with many of the openings examined and must admit that my knowledge of them has greatly improved. Indeed, I now look forward to encountering the likes of the Trompowsky and the Torre in my own games, and hope that you will too after studying this work!

  A book may only have the author’s name on the cover, but it is almost never a one (wo)man product. It would be improper not to express my gratitude to all those writers whose coverage of lines in this book I have found especially inspiring: Joe Gallagher, Peter Wells and Eric Prié. I would also like to thank John Emms at Everyman Chess for all his faith, help and precious assistance. And last but not least, Richard Palliser, who succeeded in the Herculean task of turning a chaotic manuscript into the nice book which you are now holding, as well as offering his help and advice whenever needed!

  


  Yelena Dembo,

  Athens,

  July 2008
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  Chapter One

  The Trompowsky

  1 d4 Nf6 2 Bg5

  


  We begin our coverage with the most popular and dynamic of the systems examined in this book, the dreaded Trompowsky! These days one must treat the Trompowsky almost as a serious mainstream opening for it is a critical try for the advantage. Furthermore, the opening can take many different forms: from slow manoeuvring tussles to head-to-head tactical bloodbaths!

  By playing 2 Bg5, White immediately develops his bishop to an aggressive post and creates a positional threat. He hopes that the resulting unbalanced positions will be much better known to him than to Black, but that most certainly won’t be the case once you have read this chapter! Any opening which has been championed by such free thinkers as Julian Hodgson, Igor Miladinovic and Peter Wells deserves our respect, but Black should not be scared of the Trompowsky! Indeed, we must not forget that he is likely to obtain the bishop-pair; a factor which will be a very useful asset in the complex, dynamic middlegames I like to steer play towards.

  How should Black meet the Trompowsky? He has at least four viable choices on his second move, and among these I have opted for a critical but slightly neglected approach:

  2...c5!
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  I consider this the most thematic reply to White’s bishop sortie. Black allows the doubling of his pawns on f6, relying on his bishop-pair and central pawn mass to counterbalance this structural deficiency. Should White indeed make the exchange, Black will gain quite a dynamic set-up, not least due to his unopposed dark-squared bishop. He must aim to make great use of this piece, as well as to attack on the dark squares with his queen, most notably against b2 with...Qb6.

  A number of critical positions await us after 2...c5, but I feel that White isn’t fully ready for our planned dark-square strike and so hope that you too, dear reader, will enjoy this risky but potentially very rewarding venture!

  Now it’s time to examine the theory. After 2...c5, White has a number of options:

  

  A: 3 e3

  B: 3 dxc5

  C: 3 Nc3

  D: 3 d5

  E: 3 Bxf6

  

  Lines A and B are far from critical and quite comfortable for Black, while Line C is dangerous but ultimately unconvincing. That’s why White usually opts for either Line D, which entails a gambit, or the positionally-complex Line E.

  As 3 Nf3?! cxd4 surrenders the centre and makes little sense, that only really leaves 3 c3 worthy of a brief mention. We should respond by targeting White’s weakest spot: b2. After 3...Qb6! White has tried:
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  a) 4 Qc2 cxd4 5 cxd4 Nc6 6 Bxf6 (6 e3?? Qa5+ is a standard blunder) 6...gxf6 7 e3 d6 gives Black easy and dynamic play: for example, 8 Nf3 (S.Brautsch-Ca.Hansen, Denmark 1989) 8...Rg8!? hinders White’s development and after 9 Nc3 Bf5! 10 Qxf5!? Qxb2 11 Rb1 Qxc3+ 12 Kd1 e6 Black has the upper hand.

  b) 4 Qb3 Qxb3!? (played chiefly to secure the b4-square for a knight) 5 axb3 cxd4 6 Bxf6 (White should exchange this bishop, as 6 cxd4 Nc6 7 Nf3 allows Black to develop further activity: 7...Ne4 8 Bf4 g5 9 Be3 g4! 10 Nfd2 Nd6 with the initiative, as...Nf5 is coming) 6...gxf6 7 cxd4 Nc6 8 e3 (A.Kireev-P.Herejk, Ceska Trebova 2007) 8...b6 9 Nc3 Bb7 and Black has a very pleasant position, with the two bishops and a nice outpost on b4.

  A) 3 e3

  This looks solid, but it doesn’t address the issue of how to defend b2.

  3...Qb6!

  Of course! White’s choice is now quite unpleasant and he is practically forced to sacrifice a pawn.
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  4 dxc5

  White might also make a concession with one of:

  a) 4 b3? weakens the dark squares even more: 4...Ne4 5 Bf4 Nc6! increases the pressure and leaves Black better after all of 6 Nd2 Qa5, 6 d5 g5! 7 Qd3 f5! 8 dxc6 Bg7 9 c3 gxf4, 6 f3 Qa5+ and 6 c3 cxd4 7 exd4 e5!.

  b) 4 Bxf6 Qxb2 5 Nd2 (or 5 dxc5 exf6! 6 Nd2 Bxc5 7 Bc4 Nc6 8 Rb1 Qe5 9 Ngf3 Qe7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Bd5 d6 12 c3 Be6 with a clear advantage in K.Pise-O.Nyvlt, Nachod 2001) 5...gxf6 6 dxc5 Qc3! (a crucial resource in such lines) 7 Ngf3 (also excellent for Black was 7 Bc4 e6 8 Ne2 Qa5 9 0-0 Qxc5 10 Bd3 Nc6 11 Ne4 Qe7 12 Re1 f5 in D.Loeper-H.Nothnagel, Darmstadt 1992) 7...Qxc5 8 Bc4 was seen in Mak Keng Kei-M.Rytshagov, Bled Olympiad 2002, and now simply 8...d5! 9 Bd3 Rg8 would have secured Black an obvious advantage.

  c) 4 Nc3 Qxb2 is an inferior version of the b2-gambits we will see later in this chapter, because Black can use the central tension to his advantage: 5 Nge2 (5 Nb5? Qb4+ 6 c3 Qa5 makes no sense) 5...cxd4 6 exd4 Qa3 7 Rb1 Qa5 and White’s abstract compensation should not suffice for the pawn, especially as he will have to spend some time completing his kingside development.

  4...Qxb2 5 Nd2

  This was tried in C.Gavrilescu-A.Musat, Bucharest 1993. Black should now follow Prié’s suggestion:

  5...Qc3!
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  Hindering the activity of White’s pieces, while preparing...Ne4 and to capture the c5-pawn.

  6 Bd3

  Instead 6 Bc4 Ne4 7 Ngf3 e6 8 0-0 Nxd2 9 Nxd2 Bxc5 10 Bb3 0-0 11 Rb1 (11 Ne4 Qe5 is similarly good for Black) 11...d5 gave Black a safe extra pawn for very little in L.Weber-S.Tennant, USA 1992.

  6...Qxc5 7 Ngf3 d6 8 Rb1 Nbd7

  White does have a slight lead in development here, but whether it offers full compensation for the pawn is very doubtful.

  

  B) 3 dxc5

  White rids himself of his potential problem on b2, while resolving the central tension. In addition, he can now retain his dark-squared bishop without any problems. Still, he does surrender any claims he may have had in the centre and allows Black problem-free development. In my opinion, this line is just very timid and gives Black at least equality.

  3...e6
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  Simple and good. Black regains his pawn with normal development.

  4 e4?

  This ambitious move loosens White’s position to a great extent and is basically bad, as Black can show with some incisive play. White does much better to adopt an unassuming set-up involving e3:

  a) 4 Nd2 Bxc5 5 e3 (alternatively, 5 Ne4?? Nxe4 was a horrible blunder that forced White to resign in Hoang Thanh Trang-G.Franchini, Budapest 2005, while 5 e4?! runs into 5...Qb6 6 Qf3 Qxb2 7 Rb1 Qxc2) 5...Be7 6 Ngf3 0-0 gives Black absolutely no problems.
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  For example, 7 Bd3 (or 7 Be2 b6 8 0-0 Bb7 9 c4 d5 10 Rc1 Nbd7 11 a3 dxc4 12 Bxc4 Nd5 which was completely equal in P.Jirovsky-J.Sobek, Czech Republic 2002) 7...Na6 8 c4 b6 9 0-0 Bb7 10 Rc1 Rc8 11 Nd4 d5 12 Be2 Nc5 13 b4 Nce4 14 Nxe4 Nxe4 15 Bxe7 Qxe7 and Black had fully equalized by very simple means in the game I.Miladinovic-A.Tzoumbas, Ano Liosia 1995.

  b) 4 e3 is quite sensible, but is also rather timid. Following 4...Bxc5 5 Nd2 play transposes to variation ‘a’, while Prié’s 5 a3 can be met by 5...h6 6 Bh4 0-0 and again Black won’t have any problems.

  c) 4 Nc3?! makes sense only in conjunction with 4...Bxc5 5 e4, when we transpose to 4 e4, as otherwise it is hard to explain why the knight came out to c3.

  d) 4 Nf3?! Bxc5 is already rather pleasant for Black: for example, 5 e3 h6 6 Bh4 Qb6! sets White some problems, while the 5 Nbd2 Nc6! 6 e4?! of Z.Wang-K.Nolan, Adelaide 2003, should be met by 6...Qb6 7 Nc4 Bxf2+ 8 Ke2 Qc5 9 Nd6+ Kf8, picking up a pawn.

  4...Bxc5
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  Now 5...Qb6 is a serious threat, hitting both f2 and b2.

  5 e5

  A consistent counter, but this won’t save White. That said, 5 Nc3 Qb6 is also crushing and so Jonny Hector once tried the more restrained 5 Bd3 Qb6 6 Nh3, giving up b2 in return for quick development. This looks rather random to me in any case, but 6...d5! simply makes it look plain bad: 7 exd5?! (7 Bxf6 gxf6 is surely a better option for White, albeit quite nice for Black) 7...Qxb2 8 Nd2 Qe5+ 9 Kf1 (J.Hector-N.De Firmian, Copenhagen 2002) 9...Nxd5! 10 Nc4 (also bad are both 10 Nb3 h6! and 10 c4 Nb4) 10...Qc7 with a clear advantage.

  5...Qb6 6 exf6 Bxf2+ 7 Ke2

  Instead 7 Kd2 gxf6 8 Bh6 (8 Bxf6? Qe3 is a nice mate!) 8...Bxg1 loses immediately.

  7...Bxg1 8 Rxg1

  White is also struggling somewhat after 8 fxg7 Qf2+ 9 Kd3 Qd4+ 10 Ke2 Qxg7. After 8 Rxg1, taking the rook allows some counterplay, so Black should prefer the simple 8...Qb5+! 9 Qd3 Qxg5 10 fxg7 Qxg7 11 Nc3 Nc6 which is great for him, especially in view of 12 Nb5 Qxb2.

  

  C) 3 Nc3
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  This move appeals to aggressive players, as it prioritizes development. White intends to castle long and then to attack.

  3...cxd4

  Now the position somewhat resembles a Sicilian Defence (the Richter-Rauzer, in particular), but there are some differences that make this particular version more pleasant for Black. However, Black doesn’t have to contest this variation. Indeed, 3...Qb6 is almost always met by 4 d5, transposing to Line D, since 4 dxc5 Qxb2 5 Bd2 Qb4 is obviously bad for White. Still, I wish to provide some coverage of the natural 3...cxd4, both because this variation is quite promising for Black and for the sake of completeness.

  4 Qxd4

  4 Bxf6 gxf6 5 Qxd4 gives Black an extra option and is rather pointless: 5...Nc6 6 Qh4 f5! (Black now prevents e4) 7 0-0-0 (the persistent 7 e4 fxe4 8 Qxe4 e6 9 0-0-0 Be7 10 Qg4 d5 is quite nice for Black with his strong centre; B.Certic-D.Sahovic, Belgrade 1994, continued 11 f4 h5 12 Qg3 h4 13 Qf3 Bd7 14 Nh3 Qa5 and now the mistaken 15 Ng5?! should have been repelled by 15...f6! 16 Nh3 0-0-0 with a clear advantage) 7...Bg7 8 Qg3 (J.Francisco-P.Pinho, Odivelas 2001) 8...Rg8! 9 Qh3 d6 10 Qxh7 Kf8 11 Qh3 Be6 and it becomes clear that White’s time-wasting pawn-hunt has allowed Black to drum up a rather dangerous attack.

  4...Nc6
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  5 Qh4

  The most incisive. White takes advantage of the queen’s early development to apply some pressure. His other moves are rather harmless:

  a) 5 Qd2?! (here the queen runs into a very unpleasant pin and various tactical strikes) 5...e6 6 e4 (6 Nf3 Bb4 7 a3 Qa5 was already pleasant for Black in R.Henzner-R.Zunker, Hofheim 1995) 6...h6 (forcing the bishop to abandon the pin) 7 Bxf6 (the alternatives do not help: 7 Bh4? Nxe4! grabs an important pawn, while 7 Bf4 Bb4 8 f3 d5 leaves White under pressure) 7...Qxf6 and Black’s position is already preferable with the bishop-pair and good play on the dark squares. These factors were emphasized in J.Fries Nielsen-D.Stellwagen, German League 2005: 8 f4 g5! 9 Nh3 gxf4 10 Nxf4 Qd4 11 Bd3 Bc5 12 Rf1 Qe3+ 13 Qxe3 Bxe3 14 Be2 Bd4 15 Kd2 Ke7 16 Bh5 Rh7 17 Rab1 b6 with an obvious advantage.

  b) 5 Qa4 e6 6 0-0-0 Be7 is fine for Black. Note that White should now refrain from 7 e4? in view of 7...Nxe4! 8 Bxe7 Nxc3 9 Bxd8 Nxa4 10 Bg5 d5 with an extra pawn.

  5...e6
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  This is the simplest way to handle the position. By developing his bishop to e7, Black relieves the pressure created by White’s queen and bishop battery down the h4-d8 diagonal, whereupon...h6 may become a threat.

  6 0-0-0

  Only this approach makes sense. White intends e4 and f4, hoping to attack Black’s king in the centre. Surprisingly, 6 Bxf6?! Qxf6 7 Qxf6 gxf6 has often been tried, but it just surrenders the bishop-pair.
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  Indeed, the resulting simplified middlegame is clearly favourable for Black: for example, 8 e4 Rg8! 9 Nf3 a6 10 0-0-0 Bc5 with the initiative, or 8 Nb5 Rb8 9 0-0-0 d5 10 e3 a6 11 Nd4 (B.Tschetchelnitski-G.Zschischang, German League 2003) 11...e5 and Black is obviously better.

  Better is 6 e4 which usually just transposes to our main line after 6...Be7 7 0-0-0, although White has also tried:
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  a) 7 f4?! is White’s standard plan, but this move order implies a pawn sacrifice: 7...Qb6! 8 0-0-0 Qe3+ 9 Kb1 (worse is 9 Rd2 Nxe4 10 Nxe4 Qxe4 11 Bd3 Qa4 and now after the 12 Bxe7 Qxa2! 13 c3 Nxe7 14 f5 of A.Webster-R.Brown, London 1993, Black has the strong 14...Qa1+! 15 Kc2 Nd5) 9...Nxe4 10 Nxe4 (10 Nb5? loses to 10...Bxg5 11 fxg5 Nf2) 10...Qxe4, which grabs the important e-pawn.
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  This safeguards Black’s central structure against any pawn breaks, while White’s compensation looks pretty insufficient after both 11 Bd3 (J.Ochoa de Echaguen-W.Browne, New York 1989) 11...Qxg2! 12 Ne2 Bxg5 13 fxg5 Ne5, and 11 Bxe7 Nxe7 12 Qg5 (12 Bd3? failed to achieve anything after the intermediate 12...Ng6! in W.Pajeken-D.Rogozenko, Hamburg 1998) 12...Qg6 13 Qc5 b6 14 Qa3 Bb7 15 Nf3 Qh5 when Black will play...Qc5 next, facilitating castling and retaining the extra pawn.

  b) 7 Nf3!? sees White prepare to meet...d6 with e4-e5, aiming to establish his knight on the powerful e5-square. However, after 7...Qa5! (forcing White to give up the bishop-pair to realize his plan) 8 Bb5 (now 9 Bxc6 and 10 e5 is threatened; instead 8 Bd3 h6 9 0-0 Nd4! is one good idea for Black, and after 10 Nxd4 Qxg5 11 Qxg5 hxg5 12 e5 Ng4 13 Nf3 in M.Shereshevsky-V.Zhidkov, Daugavpils 1978, he could have seized the initiative with 13...f6!) 8...d6 9 0-0 (the immediate 9 e5 dxe5 10 Nxe5 is not as powerful as it looks; Black has 10...0-0! and after the consistent 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12 Bxc6 Rb8 13 0-0 he plays 13...h6! with fine play; White’s pieces are exposed and b2 is attacked) 9...Bd7 10 Rfe1 (S.Conquest-G.Garcia, Cienfuegos 1996) 10...0-0 11 Rad1 Rad8 Black has a very sound position, while it is not clear how White intends to proceed.

  We now return to 6 0-0-0:

  6...Be7 7 e4

  Here Black must decide how to continue. The position is not really dangerous for him, but he must watch out for an e4-e5 advance once White has played f4. Thus it makes sense to stop e5 with...d6, for which it is essential to first move the queen from d8.

  7...Qa5! 8 f4 d6

  Having prevented the e5-advance, Black will now harass the bishop on g5 with...h6. Suddenly White’s queen proves to be misplaced and Black develops a strong initiative.

  9 Nf3

  Instead 9 Qe1 0-0 10 Nf3 threatens e5, but after 10...Rd8! it is harmless: 11 e5 dxe5 12 Rxd8+ (even worse is 12 fxe5?! Rxd1+ 13 Kxd1 Nd5 with an edge for Black) 12...Qxd8 13 fxe5 Nd5 when Black is fine. Note that here 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 15 Nxd5 exd5 exposes the e5-pawn, while White’s kingside remains undeveloped.

  9...h6!
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  Now White will be hard pressed to maintain his early activity, especially as he is unable to prepare any kind of retreat for his bishop.

  10 e5?!

  This pawn sacrifice is White’s only attempt to retain the initiative, but ultimately it fails to convince. That said, the alternatives are also unpromising:

  a) 10 Bb5 Bd7 11 e5 dxe5 12 Bxc6 Bxc6 13 Nxe5 Rc8 is fine for Black according to Serper. Indeed, the white king is beginning to look exposed and the problem of the g5-bishop has not been solved.

  b) 10 Qh3 prepares to retreat the bishop, but after 10...a6 11 Bh4 (A.Sell-O.Steffens, German League 1990) 11...0-0 Black has quite a comfortable Sicilian position.

  10...dxe5 11 fxe5 Nxe5

  Naturally Black must grab the offered pawn!

  12 Nxe5

  Instead 12 Bb5+ seeks to destroy the communication between Black’s pieces, but runs into the strong reply 12...Bd7! 13 Nxe5 Bxb5 and then:
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  a) 14 Nxf7 has been tried in some games, but fails to the accurate 14...Kxf7 15 Bxf6 Bxf6 16 Qh5+ Kg8 17 Qxb5 (17 Nxb5? Qxa2 loses on the spot) 17...Bxc3 18 Qxb7 and now 18...Bxb2+! 19 Qxb2 (19 Kxb2? Qe5+! 20 Kc1 Rb8 21 Qf3 h5! activates the rook from the side and leaves White facing a powerful attack) 19...Kh7 with a clear advantage in view of the difference in king safety, A.Andres Gonzalez-Y.Bruned, Collado Villalba 2003.

  b) 14 Ng4 Bc6 15 Nxf6+ gxf6 16 Bxf6 Bxf6 17 Qxf6 Qg5+ 18 Qxg5 hxg5 leaves Black much better in the endgame, as White’s kingside pawns are very weak. 19 Rdg1 is the only way to preserve them for now, but it certainly doesn’t look good!

  c) 14 Bxf6 Bxf6 15 Qh5 0-0 is already pretty safe and good for Black. Play might continue 16 Nc4 Qb4! 17 Qxb5 Bxc3 18 Qxb4 Bxb4 19 Rd7 b5 with a clear advantage.

  12...Qxe5 13 Bb5+ Kf8

  Thus Black’s king has lost its castling rights, but now White is unable to increase the pressure.

  14 Bf4

  14 Bd2 a6 15 Bd3 b5 is similar to the main line, with Black simply getting on with his play, while White has nothing to show for his pawn.

  14...Qc5 15 Qe1 a6 16 Bd3 Bd7
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  Black has nothing to fear here and he does have an extra pawn. The only concern is the rook on h8, but this is just a temporary hindrance:

  a) 17 Rg1 Bc6 18 g4 Rd8 19 h4 Bf3 and Black was much better in S.Kalinitschew-J.Gustafsson, Dresden 2002.

  b) 17 Rf1 was later tried by Miladinovic, but to no avail: 17...Bc6 18 g4 Rd8 19 Be3 Qe5 and Black retained the advantage in the game I.Miladinovic-J.Gustafsson, Fuerth 2002.

  c) 17 Ne4 Nxe4 18 Bxe4 Bc6 19 Rf1 (J.San Emeterio Cabanes-B.Lalic, Madrid 2001) 19...Rd8 is similarly good for Black.

  

  D) 3 d5!?

  In a sense this is White’s most ambitious move: he grabs the space on offer without conceding his dark-squared bishop. Left unhindered, he will build a strong centre and develop actively. It is not all roses for White, though. After Black’s most consistent reply, 3...Qb6, he is practically forced to sacrifice the b2-pawn. This does yield some compensation, but we will see that Black can actually obtain pretty good chances after a good study of the following analysis.

  3...Qb6!
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  4 Nc3

  White goes down the critical path and sacrifices the b-pawn. Quite simply, he has no better move here:

  a) 4 Bc1?! is a retreat playable in other Trompowsky lines, but here it is rather limp after 4...e6! and now:

  a1) 5 c4 exd5 6 cxd5 d6 7 Nc3 g6 is like a Modern Benoni, but with Black enjoying two extra tempi; one of them might have been spent on...Qb6, which is perhaps not that useful, but the other is certainly very useful!

  a2) 5 Nc3 exd5 6 Nxd5 Nxd5 7 Qxd5 Nc6 is again quite welcome for Black. In the game T.Hoang-F.Caruana, Budapest 2005, Black played consistently with 8 e4 d6 9 Nf3 Be6 10 Qd2 0-0-0 11 Be2 d5 and gained a large advantage after the further 12 e5 h6 13 0-0 g5 14 c3 g4 15 Ne1 Nxe5.

  a3) 5 dxe6 fxe6 6 Nc3 d5 (Black now dominates the centre) 7 e4 d4 8 Nb5 Nc6 9 Qe2 a6 10 Na3 (T.Asensio Lisan-X.Castaner Halster, Spain 1999) 10...Be7 11 Nc4 Qc7 with some advantage for Black.

  b) 4 b3?! weakens the dark squares even further and is a recipe for disaster: 4...Ne4! 5 Be3 (alternatively: 5 Bf4? loses to 5...Qf6, as does 5 Bd2? to 5...Qf6 6 f3 Qh4+! 7 g3 Nxg3, and not much better is 5 Qc1 Qd6 6 Bf4 Qxd5 7 e3 g5! threatening...Bg7) 5...Qb4+! (winning a pawn) 6 c3 (note that 6 Bd2?? Qd4 drops a rook due to the mate threat) 6...Nxc3 7 Nxc3 Qxc3+ 8 Bd2 Qd4 9 Be3 Qxd1+ 10 Rxd1 d6 left Black with a clear extra pawn in W.Rausch-S.Liepold, Heroldsbach 1997.

  c) 4 Bxf6 is now met by 4...Qxf6, when Black has avoided any structural damage and is still quite active on the dark squares.

  d) Finally, it is worth pointing out that 4 Qc1? is naturally impossible here in view of 4...Nxd5.

  4...Qxb2

  Black picks up the gauntlet!

  5 Bd2

  This was forced and now White threatens 6 Rb1 Qa3 7 Nb5, so Black must retreat his queen.

  5...Qb6 6 e4

  Instead 6 Rb1 Qc7 7 e4 e5 will lead us back to our main line. The text reaches the tabiya of this variation, which is known as the Vaganian Gambit in honour of the Armenian grandmaster Rafael Vaganian.

  [image: ]

  White’s compensation is evident and appears quite rich: he has total control over the centre, which he plans to increase with f4, he has quick and very easy development, and he has the obvious plan of a massive central pawn advance, sweeping everything in its path. However, things are actually not that simple. Black has an extra pawn and no real weaknesses in his structure. He has not made any permanent concessions, which means that White’s compensation is of a purely dynamic nature. If Black is able to stop White’s central advance and to prevent something terrible from happening over the next few moves, he will be able to finish his development when the extra pawn will start to be felt.

  It may seem unpleasant to undertake such a reversal in strategy: from dynamically attacking the dark squares with our second and third moves to suffering passively for just one pawn. However, a pawn is a pawn and one sometimes has to accept such a trade-off. Furthermore, after careful examination I have concluded that Black’s position is fully sound, and it may boost your confidence to hear that Trompowsky expert Eric Prié also shares this opinion!

  Let’s now see how the job can be done. The first thing to do is to make sure that those white central pawns won’t overrun us; we must create some kind of foothold in the centre. Keep in mind that a closed position is much more welcome to Black than an open one, so the way to go is...

  6...e5!

  In this way we ensure that the position will remain closed and the e5-pawn now becomes a handy central bastion.

  [image: ]

  7 f4

  Note that 7 Rb1 Qc7 8 f4 d6 will be examined in the notes to White’s 8th move, while White gains nothing by 7 dxe6 dxe6 8 e5 Nfd7 9 f4, as was played in T.Thorhallsson-E.Bricard, Reykjavik 1993. In fact, this just eases Black’s development and after 9...Nc6 Black will follow up with...Be7 and...0-0, when White’s compensation is almost non-existent.

  7...d6

  [image: ]

  Naturally, we are not interested in taking on f4 and thereby accelerating White’s play. Holding e5 is our priority for now. White now has to make an important choice regarding the tension between f4 and e5. Given a few moves to complete his development and to secure control of the e5-square, Black would gladly consider taking on f4, thereby freeing e5 for the use of his pieces. While this is not yet a threat, it will become quite soon, so White will have to act. He has two options: either to exchange on e5, opening the f-file and creating a protected passed pawn in the centre, or to push ahead with f5 and obtain a menacing kingside space advantage. More specifically, we will focus our coverage on:

  

  D1: 8 Nf3

  D2: 8 f5

  

  Note that the immediate 8 Rb1 generally transposes to Line D1, but may even be somewhat inaccurate at this point. After 8...Qc7 Black already controls the e5-square and may consider exchanging on f4 right away: 9 Nf3 (or 9 Bb5+ Bd7 10 fxe5 dxe5 11 Nf3 a6 12 Bxd7+ Nbxd7 13 a4, as in A.Rabinovich-E.Vovsha, Givatayim 1997, and now 13...c4! 14 0-0 Bc5+ 15 Kh1 0-0 is a typical success story for Black; after...Bd4 White will simply be much worse) 9...a6!? sees Black preventing Nb5 in preparation for...exf4:

  [image: ]

  a) White can prevent...exf4 with 10 fxe5 dxe5 11 a4, but now another important point is revealed: Black has not yet had to play...Nbd7, which means that the f5-square is still covered and so Nh4-f5 is ineffective. Thus 11...Bd6 12 Bg5 (12 Nh4 0-0 13 Bg5 Ne8 is nothing for White) 12...Nbd7 13 Nh4 h6 14 Bd2 Nf8 15 Bc4 Ng6 16 Nxg6 fxg6 17 0-0 0-0 sees Black successfully untangle, retaining the extra pawn.

  b) 10 a4 exf4! (Black takes up the opportunity) 11 Bxf4 Nbd7 sees Black threaten...Ng4-e5, which would basically mean the end of White’s aspirations. Thus White must rush to control e5 with 12 Nd2 Be7 13 Nc4, but after 13...0-0 there is not much that White can do to prevent a regrouping plan:...Ne8,...Bf6 and...Ne5, leaving Black better. Note that 14 e5? fails to 14...dxe5 15 d6 Bxd6.

  

  D1) 8 Nf3

  Instead 8 fxe5 dxe5 9 Nf3 Nbd7 10 Rb1 Qc7 is a simple transposition, while 8 Bb5+ Nbd7 9 Nf3 takes play into variation ‘b’ to the notes to White’s 9th move.

  8...Nbd7
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  9 fxe5

  This approach used to be considered very promising for White, but gradually Black’s resources came to the fore: he can ensure a stable blockade of the resulting passed d-pawn, while White’s kingside piece activity can be contained successfully, after which Black’s queenside play can be promoted. As we will see, several practical examples have revealed that White does not succeed in obtaining adequate play to compensate for his material disadvantage.

  At this stage White has also tried:

  a) 9 a4?! overlooks the fact that Black is ready to take on f4. After 9...exf4! 10 a5 Qd8 11 Bxf4 Be7 12 Nd2 0-0 13 Nc4 Ne8 Black had secured good play and was able to withstand White’s aggression in D.Sahovic-Z.Ribli, Vrbas 1977: 14 Nb5 a6! 15 Nbxd6 Bxd6 16 Nxd6 Nxd6 17 Bxd6 Qh4+ 18 Bg3 Qxe4+ with a clear advantage.

  b) 9 Bb5!? was examined by Wells as a means of disrupting Black’s coordination, but has the drawback of leaving the bishop exposed on b5. Black should immediately kick the bishop with 9...a6! and after 10 Bxd7+ (otherwise Black gains an important tempo) 10...Nxd7!

  [image: ]

  11 0-0 (11 f5 Be7 12 g4 h6 13 Qe2 Qc7 14 a4 b6 15 Rb1 Nf6 16 Rg1 Bd7 17 h4 h5 18 g5 Ng4 was good for Black in V.Moskalenko-K.Movsziszian, Sitges 2007, and here 11...h5!? also deserves consideration) 11...Be7 12 Rb1 Qc7! (but not 12...Qd8?! 13 fxe5 dxe5?! as now Wells’ powerful idea 14 d6! Bxd6 15 Bh6! Bf8 16 Ng5! gives White a huge attack) White has not really achieved anything; Black still has excellent control over e5 and has obtained the bishop-pair.

  9...dxe5

  [image: ]

  10 Rb1

  Alternatively:

  a) 10 Bc4 Qd8 saw Black employing a set-up different to the one I prefer (10...Qc7 and...Be7) in H.Nakamura-F.Nijboer, Wijk aan Zee 2004. That said, after 11 Rb1 Bd6 12 0-0 (12 Nb5? fails to 12...Nxe4 13 Qe2 Ndf6) 12...0-0 13 Bg5 h6 14 Bh4 a6 15 a4 Qa5 he stood quite well. This example shows that Black does have other viable options and that White’s strategy with 10 Bc4 is not very dangerous.

  b) 10 Bd3 also looks rather tame to me. White leaves the c4-square free for his knights, but Black may well be able to enforce...c4 at some point, bringing his minor pieces to life. The bishop is hardly threatening on d3, while a possible advance of the d-pawn has been weakened, as was shown in D.Sahovic-S.Erenburg, Budapest 2002: 10...Bd6 11 Qe2 0-0 12 a4 a6 13 a5 Qd8 14 Na4 Ne8 15 0-0 and now it was time for Black to regroup his pieces with 15...Be7 and...Nd6. White is unable to prevent the liberating advances...b5 and...f5 forever, so we can safely say that Black has the upper hand here.

  10...Qc7!

  [image: ]

  An important detail: Black should try to keep as much control over the blockading square d6 as possible. Thus the queen should retreat here and not to d8. Furthermore, should the queen be attacked again, b8 will be the retreat square of preference. In general, Black’s optimal scheme of development involves...Be7,...0-0 and then...Ne8-d6, and, as we will see, there is in fact enough time to achieve this!

  11 Bc4

  The bishop is usually developed here, preventing any ideas of...c4 and hoping to find activity after a future d6-push. The drawback to this move is that Black may hit the bishop with...Nb6 in the future, but that’s still some way ahead.

  Note that 11 Nb5 is met, as explained above, by 11...Qb8.

  11...a6

  It is useful for Black to insert this a-pawn advance. He does create a hole on b6, perhaps allowing White to establish a queenside bind, but more importantly he prevents annoying knight jumps to b5, thereby ensuring the stability of his central set-up. Of course, White cannot possibly allow...b5 and so his reply his forced.

  12 a4 Be7 13 0-0 0-0

  [image: ]

  So far, so good and what is White to do now? Black is ready for the transfer of his knight to d6, after which he can start regrouping his other pieces and prepare to free his position, perhaps with...Nb6 and...c4. Meanwhile, White’s only plan is the activation of his forces on the kingside, hoping for a direct attack.

  14 Qe1!?

  Before undertaking concrete action, White transfers his queen to the kingside. 14 Nh4 is more incisive, setting the knight on the path to f5. Black should not allow the knight to settle there, and now we see another advantage of having the bishop on e7 instead of d6: 14...Nb6! (the light-squared bishop is ready to chop off the knight when it arrives on f5, while Black’s defence of f6 prevents any real possibility of an exchange sacrifice on that square) 15 Ba2 Ne8 (forcing the play by attacking the knight, before White can play a5 and drive the knight back from b6) 16 Nf5 (16 a5 does not bring any dividends after 16...Bxh4 17 Rxb6 Bd8! and the rook will soon be evicted from b6, leaving White’s minor pieces pretty ineffective) 16...Bxf5 17 Rxf5 Nd7 sees Black’s position getting better and better! The knight will soon arrive on d6, evicting the rook from f5, and then Black can play for both queenside expansion and the...f5 break. Black’s position is preferable, especially as the direct attempt 18 d6?! fails to 18...Nxd6 19 Nd5 Qd8.

  14...Ne8 15 Qg3 Bf6 16 Nh4 Nd6

  [image: ]

  Black has everything covered and it can be safely stated that he stands better. White’s main problem is that his minor pieces on the queenside are passive and do not participate in the play. Any retreat of the bishop from c4 would allow...c4 and...Nc5, so White decided on 17 Bh6 in the game V.Kalmachevskikh-E.Gajsin, Nizhnij Tagil 2007. The threat of Rxf6 is obvious, but Black found the very strong riposte 17...g6! and after 18 Bxf8 Kxf8 19 Be2 Bg7 it turned out that Black’s position was very promising, despite his minimal material disadvantage. Note how White’s only active minor piece has been exchanged, his knights have nothing to do and his dark squares are weak, while Black has the bishop-pair and good prospects to expand on both sides of the board.

  

  D2) 8 f5

  [image: ]

  Following White’s problems in Line D1, attention switched to this more promising approach, which has been supported by both Wells and Prié. Here White aims for a more static game, hoping to make use of his extra space and to keep Black’s pieces quite passive. However, even in this case Black has adequate resources. First of all, he can contain White’s kingside ambitions and, secondly, the closed nature of the position ensures that he can complete his development without fearing tactical accidents or furious attacks. Finally, it will prove possible for Black to question the stability of White’s central hold and to free himself
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