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  Preface

  
 Anti-Sicilian systems continue to be a source of comfort for White players who want to avoid the ever-growing theory of the main lines, and conversely a pain in the neck for those playing Black whose only real wish is to reach the Najdorf, Dragon, Scheveningen or Sveshnikov (or whatever their favourite Sicilian variation is) in every single game they play.

  I hope that this book will provide some attractive options to both players: bold possibilities for Black against some of White’s more popular Anti-Sicilians, and also weapons for White to try, aiming to shock and confuse opponents.

  I would like to thank my co-authors Richard Palliser and Peter Wells for all their hard work on this project; not only for their own articles, but also for their enthusiasm to discuss and analyse other possibilities. As usual a number of ideas eventually had to be discarded, often reluctantly so. One typical reason for disqualification was if a ‘weapon’ seemed to provide more danger to oneself than the opponent!

  Richard Palliser wrote Chapters 3, 6, 7, 8 and 9; Peter Wells contributed Chapters 2 and 4; and finally I was responsible for Chapters 1, 5, 10, 11 and 12.

  

  
    

    John Emms

    Hildenborough, Kent

    March 2009

    

  


  

  Series Introduction

The original concept behind Dangerous Weapons was to take a major chess opening and to approach it in a completely different way: to concentrate on variations that are ambitious, sharp, innovative, disruptive, tricky, enjoyable to analyse; ones not already weighed down by mountains of theory, and ones unfairly ignored or discredited. To me this seemed like an author’s paradise, which I’m sure contributed somewhat towards the inspiration behind this series!

  The main motivation behind studying major openings in such a way is to be able to present the reader (not forgetting the author!) with a considerable number of fresh, hard-hitting opening weapons for both White and Black; in some cases to create repertoires and in others to enhance and rejuvenate existing ones.

  
 What is a Dangerous Weapon?
For the purpose of choosing opening variations for this series, usually a Dangerous Weapon fits into one or more of these overlapping categories:

  

  1) Moves that create complex, original positions full of razor-sharp tactics and rich positional ideas where creative, attacking play is rewarded; moves which are new, rare or very fresh, leaving plenty of scope for research.

  It should be pointed out that even though mainline theory produces a vast number of wonderfully complicated positions, these opening variations lose out heavily in the ‘danger’ stakes. No matter how sharp and difficult the position, the opening phase is nowhere near as hazardous for your opponent if he is able to fall back on that comfort blanket known as theory. I’ve played plenty of incredibly sharp lines without any real fear simply because of reasonable book knowledge and some solid home preparation. Thus in Dangerous Weapons the emphasis has mainly been on non-theoretical lines, where your opponent is left to his own devices at a very early stage.

  

  2) Moves that are highly ambitious; ones which aim for total domination.

  Perfect for those not satisfied with a quiet theoretical edge as White and eager to search for a big advantage or even a direct refutation, albeit at some risk; or for those as Black who prefer to strive for the initiative at any cost, preferring this over a manageable disadvantage or sterile equality.

  

  3) Moves that have been previously ignored, discarded or discredited by theory, perhaps unfairly so or maybe for the wrong reasons.

  Discredited lines can be especially dangerous – the psychological element cannot be ignored. Facing an opening like this, I find myself asking the question, ‘Why is he playing this variation if it is meant to be bad?’ Often there is a very good reason (a logical improvement, perhaps, which overturns a previous assessment), and in any case how are you supposed to remember a hypothetical 15-move refutation when you only browsed it in a book once, and that was a few years ago?

  

  4) Moves that are visually shocking; moves which seem to contradict the laws of the game.

  

  
    Disregarding the question of objective merit for the moment, there’s no doubt that a crazy-looking move has at the very least some psychological value. Unleashed on an opponent, it can produce a range of emotions: uncontrolled laughter, perhaps followed by over-confidence; anger (at being insulted by such a move) followed by over-aggression; or perhaps discomfort, followed by timidity. Of course you may instead encounter understanding followed by objectivity – you have to pick and choose your opponents.

    
 Dangerous for Whom?
It would be difficult, probably impossible, to guarantee that every single variation in this book is 100% sound. You have to understand that in some cases ‘dangerous’ can mean ‘dangerous for both sides’. What I do expect, however, is that your opponent’s ride throughout the opening should be far bumpier than yours!

    
 Guiding You Through
Throughout the book there are various icons together with explanatory notes to emphasize significant points. They should be fairly self-explanatory, but here’s a brief summary:

    
 DANGEROUS WEAPON! This signifies a game, variation, sub-variation or position where the Dangerous Weapon has obviously produced the desired effect.

    

    BEWARE! Pointing out immediate danger for the player using the Dangerous Weapon.

    

    ROLL THE DICE! Signifying a variation or sub-variation which is perhaps more suited for games with short time-limits or for players who enjoy taking risks.

    

    TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: This indicates a transposition to a different opening variation. Using different move orders to reach a desirable position or to trick your opponent into something with which he is unfamiliar is becoming a weapon of increasing value.

    
 As the title suggests, Dangerous Weapons may not be for the faint-hearted! More than anything, it is aimed at players of all levels who like to be entertained, those who are happy to try out fun-to-play openings at their local chess club, on the Internet, in tournaments, wherever they choose to play.

    Good luck studying and playing your Dangerous Weapons!

    

    John Emms

    Everyman Chess

  


  
    


  

  Chapter One
Action on the h-file
John Emms

  
 1 e4 c5 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6 6 Be3 h5!? (Diagram 1)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 1 (B)

  Black has so many options after 6 Be3 in the Closed Sicilian. Thousands of games have been played with 6 ... e6, 6 ... e5, 6 ... Nf6 and 6 ... Rb8, while Black has also tried 6 ... Nd4, 6 ... Bd7, 6 ... Qa5, 6 ... b6 and even 6 ... b5. In this chapter we will study a further possibility for Black, 6 ... h5!?. It’s true that playing ... h5 is not unheard of in the Closed Sicilian – after 6 ... Rb8 7 Qd2 b5 8 Nge2, some strong players have experimented with 8 ... b4 9 Nd1 h5 or 8 ... Nd4 9 0-0 h5 – but it’s very unusual to see this pawn lunge as early as move 6!

  Even though the Closed Sicilian is more of a system than an opening, as White tends to employ similar moves regardless of Black’s response, pushing the h-pawn up the board does alter the dynamics of the position somewhat and gives both players more to think about in the opening stages, and this makes it a good choice as a Dangerous Weapon.

  Let’s begin by listing a few points about 6 ... h5:

  1. If White is careless early on he could easily wind up in big trouble, as he does in the first illustrative game.

  2. Even if White takes appropriate measures the constant possibility of ... h4, often combined with other ideas, certainly increases Black’s possibilities for activity.

  3. Mechanical play by White, which can be effective in other lines, is often unsuccessful after ... h5. This is an important point, because in practice White has tended to stick to the ‘usual’ moves, which don’t work so well here.

  4. Black’s early lunge does leave behind weaknesses. For example, the g5-square lacks protection and so the typical ... f5 break immediately becomes less desirable. Furthermore, if Black castles kingside his pawn cover is less resilient than it would have been with the pawn on h7. It’s up to White to try to exploit these advantages.

  Let’s begin with a scary demonstration of what can happen to White if he fails to take 6 ... h5 seriously.

  
 V.Amarger-N.Miezis
Thorigny 2005

  
 1 e4 c5 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6 6 Be3 h5 7 Nge2

  Nge2 is part of White’s typical development plan, so it’s quite understandable why he would play such a move here. However, it does nothing to discourage Black’s idea:

  7 ... h4! (Diagram 2)
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  Diagram 2 (W)

  

  Of course! The tension created by the prospect of an exchange of pawns on g3 to open the h-file, coupled with the opportunity at any moment to cause disruption by playing ... h3, is clearly beneficial to Black; it offers him a considerable number of possibilities he wouldn’t normally enjoy.

  8 0-0

  By castling White is now ready to meet 8 ... h3?! with 9 Bh1. On the other hand, Black will find the idea of opening the h-file more attractive.

  Against 8 Qd2 intending 0-0-0, Black can put a hefty spanner in the works by playing 8 ... h3! (Diagram 3).
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  Diagram 3 (W)

  For example, 9 Bf3 (if 9 Bf1, both 9 ... Bg4 and 9 ... Nd4 look promising) 9 ... Nd4 (9 ... Ne5, forcing the humiliating retreat 10 Ng1, is also good) 10 Bxd4 cxd4 11 Nd5? (White has to accept he is lumbered with miserable minor pieces and play 11 Nb1) 11 ... e6 12 Ndf4 Nf6. In this position the threat of ... g5 winning a piece is virtually impossible to meet, since 13 Nxd4 e5 forks the two knights and 13 Nc1 g5! 14 Nfe2 g4! (Diagram 4)
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  Diagram 4 (W)

  

  is a rather strong justification of Black’s previous play!

  8 d4 was played in J.Schwetje-R.Buhmann, Bad Homburg 2000, a game in which White lasted only four further moves(!): 8 ... cxd4 (8 ... Bg4 looks tempting, intending 9 f3? h3!, 9 d5 Ne5, or finally 9 dxc5 h3 10 Bf1 Bxc3+! 11 bxc3 Nf6!) 9 Nxd4 Ne5!? (9 ... Bd7) 10 f3?! (10 Qe2 looks stronger) 10 ... Bd7 11 b3?! Rc8 12 Qd2?? h3! and White suddenly realized that 13 Bf1 is met by the crushing 13 ... Nxf3+! 14 Nxf3 Bxc3, so he resigned.

  If White replies to ... h4 by playing h3, Black should generally take the opportunity to trade on g3, otherwise White might continue with g3-g4. After 8 h3 hxg3! 9 fxg3 (Diagram 5),
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  Diagram 5 (B)

  

  the new pawn formation favours Black. For one thing, the e5-square more or less becomes an outpost, and furthermore the h8-rook has become activated on its home square. One possible continuation from here would be 9 ... Nd4 10 Qd2 Bxh3! (we’ll see this tactic exploiting the ... Nf3 fork crop up in various other positions) 11 Rxh3 Rxh3 12 Bxd4 cxd4 13 Bxh3 dxc3 14 bxc3 (14 Nxc3 Qb6!) 14 ... Qa5, when I think Black’s better structure is enough to give him an edge.

  8 ... Nd4!?

  There can be no denying that this move works wonders in the game, but from a purely objective viewpoint it’s possible that the simple 8 ... Nf6 lining up ... Ng4 might be stronger, even though if White plays accurately he just about equalizes.

  After 9 Qd2 Black can make good use of the g4-square by replying 9 ... hxg3 10 hxg3 Ng4!. If White now tries to prevent the positionally undesirable exchange of his dark-squared bishop by playing 11 Bf4, the very strong 11 ... Nh2! (Diagram 6)
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  Diagram 6 (W)

  

  will make him regret this decision. White is in some trouble here: for example, 12 Rfe1 Bg4 (planning the crushing 13 ... Nf3+) 13 Qe3 Nd4 and there is no good defence to the considerable threat of 14 ... Ndf3+ 15 Bxf3 Nxf3+ 16 Kg2 Rh2+ 17 Kf1 Bh3 mate.

  White should probably prevent ... Ng4, and since 9 h3 loses a pawn, that leaves the ugly-looking 9 f3! as the best bet. After 9 ... hxg3 10 hxg3 Bh3 White managed to equalize in T.Renna-J.Bonin, New York 1984, by contesting the h-file: 11 Bxh3 Rxh3 12 Kg2! Qd7 13 Rh1 Rxh1 14 Qxh1 0-0-0 15 Qh3 Rh8 16 Qxd7+ Nxd7. Of course Black can instead choose to keep more tension in the position with something like 9 ... Bd7 and then 10 g4 h3! (before White can play h3 himself) 11 Bh1 Ne5, or 10 Qd2 Ne5 – I slightly prefer Black’s chances in these complex positions.

  9 Qd2

  9 f4? exposing the g4-square is a dereliction of White’s defence, and after 9 ... hxg3 10 hxg3 Nh6! 11 Qd2 Ng4 (Diagram 7)
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  Diagram 7 (W)

  

  White is already in big trouble. For example, 12 Nd1 Qa5! intending 13 Nxd4 Qxd2 14 Bxd2 Bxd4+ or 13 c3 Nb3!.

  The ‘better than it looks’ 9 f3 is again possible, and here Black can choose between 9 ... hxg3 10 hxg3 Bh3 11 Bxh3 Rxh3 12 Kg2 Rh8 13 Qd2 Qa5 or 9 ... Bd7 intending ... .Qa5 and ... Rc8 to reach more complex positions.

  9 ... hxg3 10 hxg3

  One of the reasons why 8 ... Nf6 might be stronger than 8 ... Nd4 is that the positionally undesirable 10 fxg3!? is playable here, since it offers White an unusual tactical possibility on the f-file. Black should probably respond with 10 ... Be6, meeting 11 Nf4 with 11 ... Nf6 12 Nxe6 fxe6.

  

  BEWARE! The natural-looking 10 ... Bh3? runs into 11 Bxh3 Rxh3 12 Nxd4! cxd4 13 Qf2!. White can employ the same trick against 10 ... Bd7?: 11 Nxd4! cxd4 12 Qf2!.

  

  10 ... Bh3! (Diagram 8)
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  Diagram 8 (W)

  

  

  There’s nothing too refined about Black’s play, but it turns out to be mightily effective.

  11 f3?

  It’s too late for this now, and after Black’s next move there’s no longer any doubt where the advantage lies.

  Normally it’s not good practice to give up the dark-squared bishop for the knight on d4, but in this particular instance 11 Bxd4 might be White’s best try. The point is that after 11 ... cxd4 12 Nb5 Bxg2 13 Kxg2 Qd7!? 14 Nbxd4 e5 15 Nb3 Qh3+ 16 Kf3 Black doesn’t seem to have anything better than perpetual check with 16 ... Qh5+ 17 Kg2 Qh3+. So Black might prefer 13 ... Qb6, but then 14 a4 is okay for White.

  11 ... Qd7!

  Just in time. Now White can no longer hope to oppose the h-file, as Bxh3 is always met by ... Qxh3.

  12 Nf4 Bxg2 13 Qxg2?

  White had to try 13 Kxg2, even though Black is clearly on top after 13 ... e5!. For example, 14 Nfd5 Qh3+ 15 Kf2 Qh2+ 16 Ke1 Qxg3+ 17 Kd1 Rh2!; or 14 Nfe2 Qh3+ 15 Kf2 Qh2+ 16 Ke1 Rd8 17 Nd5 Ne7. It’s worth remembering here that White can no longer castle!

  13 ... g5! 0-1 (Diagram 9)
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  Diagram 9 (W)

  A sudden end to the game. 14 Nfe2 is impossible because of 14 ... Nxc2, and 14 Nfd5 is met by 14 ... e6! trapping the knight in mid-board. After 15 Bxg5 exd5 16 exd5 Ne7 17 Rae1 f6 18 Be3 0-0-0 Black has a winning position.

  
DANGEROUS WEAPON! A considerable number of alarmingly short losses in practical play indicates that White dismisses the advance of Black’s h-pawn at his own peril.

  
 While it’s certainly true that Black has the opportunity for immediate success if White is careless, it would be foolish to write off 6 ... h5 as a crude attempt to attack down the h-file. In the following game White demonstrates more caution, and even continues in typical Closed Sicilian fashion, and yet after only ten moves Black takes control of the centre, and just a few moves later he is in a position of total dominance!

  
 M.Nabuurs-T.Bus
Maastricht 2007

  
 1 e4 c5 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6 6 Be3 h5 7 h3! (Diagram 10)
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  Diagram 10 (B)

  This is probably the best way to meet 6 ... h5. White is now ready to answer ... h4 by playing g3-g4, keeping the h-file blocked. Black must now be careful when considering if and when to play ... h4, because under the wrong circumstances this advance might only result in a cut-off, vulnerable pawn on that square.

  7 ... e5 8 Qd2 Nge7 9 Nge2 Nd4! (Diagram 11)
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  Diagram 11 (W)

  

  

  This is stronger than 9 ... Be6 or 9 ... 0-0 because it causes White some disruption. The point is that against the otherwise desirable 10 0-0 Black can employ a common trick which certainly justifies the inclusion of ... h5 and h3: 10 ... Bxh3!. True, this isn’t catastrophic for White, since he can avoid material loss by replying 11 Bxd4!, but I think I would take Black’s position after either 11 ... Bxg2 12 Bxe5 dxe5 13 Kxg2 Qd7 or 11 ... exd4 12 Bxh3 dxc3 13 Nxc3 h4.

  10 Nd1?!

  This knight retreat planning c2-c3 is a common theme in the Closed Sicilian so it’s quite understandable why it was played here. However, it usually occurs after Black expends some time on queenside action (typically ... Rb8 and ... b5-b4), and here Black successfully utilizes the extra tempi to take control of the centre.

  J.Dominguez-P.Cramling, Stockholm 1994/95, offers some similarities to the main game, as Black again takes control of the centre after White retreats his c3-knight. Following 10 Bg5 f6! 11 Be3 Be6 12 Nd1?! (White should play 12 f4 or 12 Nd5, even though Black is fine in either case) 12 ... d5! 13 Nec3 Qd7 14 f3 Rc8 15 exd5 Nxd5 16 Nxd5 Bxd5 17 0-0 Nf5 18 Bf2 Bh6 19 Qe2 0-0 20 Kh2 h4! 21 gxh4 Bf4+ 22 Kg1 Be6 Cramling was in complete control, with ... Kg7 followed by ... Rh8 one of many possibilities.

  Black is usually happy for White to castle queenside, since it places the white king right in the direction of his counterplay. After 10 0-0-0 Be6 he will follow up with moves such as ... Qa5 and ... b5-b4 with obvious chances to attack.

  10 f4 is probably White’s most logical move, and this is covered in the Looking a Little Deeper section.

  10 ... d5! (Diagram 12)
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  Diagram 12 (W)

  Why not? If there was ever a move to exploit White’s previous one, this would be it.

  11 c3

  Considering how cramped White becomes in the game, it might have been better to trade pawns on d5, here or on the following move. Even so, after 11 exd5 Nxd5 12 Ndc3 Be6 (or 12 ... Nb4!?) 13 0-0 0-0 14 Nxd5 Bxd5 Black is certainly the more comfortable.

  11 ... Ne6!?

  Black wants to exploit his space advantage by keeping as many pieces on the board as possible. Even so, 11 ... Nxe2 12 Qxe2 d4! also looks pretty good.

  12 Qc2 d4!

  Now White is really struggling for space, and it’s difficult to see any future for either of his poorly placed knights.

  13 Bd2 h4! (Diagram 13)
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  Diagram 13 (W)

  

  

  Black gets the timing spot on with this advance. White’s g3-g4 will leave a big hole on f4, and Black – with a strong knight on e6 – is well placed to exploit the dark-squared weaknesses. White gets in f2-f4, but this doesn’t solve his problems.

  14 g4 Nc6 15 f4 exf4 16 Nxf4 Nxf4 17 Bxf4 Be5 18 0-0 Qd6 19 Bg5

  Unsurprisingly White is reluctant to trade his one and only ‘good’ minor piece. On the other hand, Black’s bishop on e5 isn’t too shabby either!

  19 ... f6 20 Bd2 g5 21 a3 Be6 22 c4!

  White’s best chance is to aim for b2-b4 and try to induce Black to block the queenside. Black quickly obliges, which leaves any further pawn breaks a problem. His confidence of breaking through is justified by what happens in the game, although opposed by more stubborn defence Black’s task would have been considerably more difficult.

  22 ... a5!? 23 a4 0-0 24 b3 Bd7 25 Kh1 Kg7 26 Rb1 Ne7!

  Heading for g6 and then f4 or e5.

  27 Be1 Ng6 (Diagram 14)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 14 (W)

  28 Kg1

  Had White been aware of Black’s plan, he might have tried 28 Bf2 Qe7 29 Bg1 to defend the h2-square. However, Black still has good chances to make progress here; for example, 29 ... Bc6 30 Nf2 Bg3 31 Rbe1 b6 32 Rd1 Nf4 33 Rde1 f5! 34 gxf5 Rxf5.

  28 ... Qe7

  Planning to rearrange the queen and bishop on the b8-h2 diagonal. With the queen in front, it’s a bit more threatening!

  29 Rf3 Bc7 30 Bf1 Ne5 31 Rf2 Qd6 32 Qe2 Rae8! 33 Bd2 Bc6! (Diagram 15)
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  Diagram 15 (W)

  

  

  Black has arranged his pieces perfectly and is ready to break through with ... Nxd3, an idea that completely bypasses White’s thinking.

  After 34 Nb2 Black can win very nicely with 34 ... Nxd3! 35 Nxd3 Rxe4 36 Qd1 Re3!! 37 Bxe3 (or 37 Be1 Rg3+ 38 Bg2 Rxg2+ 39 Rxg2 Bxg2 40 Kxg2 Qh2+ 41 Kf1 Qxh3+) 37 ... dxe3 38 Re2 Qg3+, and now 39 Rg2 Bxg2 40 Bxg2 Qh2+ 41 Kf1 f5! or 39 Bg2 Qh2+ 40 Kf1 f5.

  34 Bg2!, however, prevents the sacrifice and challenges Black to find another plan similar to the one seen in the note to White’s 28th move.

  34 Rf5? Nxd3! 0-1

  35 Qxd3 allows mate in one with 35 ... Qh2, and so with the loss of the d-pawn White’s position collapses.

  
 Looking a Little Deeper
1 e4 c5 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6

  

  ROLL THE DICE! My feeling is that ... h5 is not so effective if White chooses f4 lines instead of the modern 6 Be3. Even so, it could still find some takers amongst those who are prepared to take risks.

  
 5 ... h5!? 6 f4 (6 h3 d6 7 f4 h4 leads to the same thing, whereas 6 Be3 d6 is our main line) 6 ... h4 7 g4 d6 8 h3 f5!?, as played in S.Kaspshik-A.Frolov, Bankia 1990, might well appeal to some players. That game continued 9 gxf5 (against 9 exf5 gxf5 10 g5 Black continues with 10 ... e6 followed by ... Ne7-g6; 9 g5!? is another idea) 9 ... gxf5 10 Nf3 Nf6 11 Qe2?!, and here I’m not sure why Black avoided the very tempting 11 ... Nh5!.

  Note that if Black wants to play ... h5 against f4 set-ups he should choose 5 ... h5, since 5 ... d6 6 f4 h5?! is met by 7 Nf3! preventing ... h4 without the need for h2-h3.

  6 Be3 h5 (Diagram 16)
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  Diagram 16 (W)

  7 h3

  7 Ne2 was covered in Amarger-Miezis, and White also has some other options available:

  a) 7 Qd2 is similar to 7 Nge2, and 7 ... h4! is the obvious reply. If 8 0-0-0 h3 9 Bf1 (or 9 Bf3 Nf6!? intending 10 Nge2?! Ne5!) 9 ... Nd4 Black will find plenty of action on the queenside with ... Bd7 (or ... Be6) ... b5-b4 and ... Qa5.

  b) 7 f4 h4 8 g4 Bd4!? (8 ... h3!? 9 Nxh3 and only now 9 ... Bd4 is also interesting) 9 Bd2 (after 9 Bxd4? cxd4, the only knight move that doesn’t lose material is the sad retreat to b1) 9 ... h3!? (Diagram 17)
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  Diagram 17 (W)

  

  10 Bf3 (or 10 Nxh3 Nf6 11 f5 Ne5 12 g5 Nfg4 with promising play) 10 ... e5! (threatening devastation with ... Qh4+) 11 g5 f6!? (11 ... exf4 12 Bxf4 Be5 is also possible) 12 Qc1 exf4 13 Bxf4 Ne5 14 Be2 Be6 15 Nd1 c4 and Black was pretty active in K.Piersig-J.Peres, correspondence 2003.

  c) 7 h4 is a drastic way to eliminate ... h4 ideas, and after 7 ... Nf6! Black’s idea is to prove that g4 will be a more useful square to him than g5 will be for White. For example, 8 Nh3 (8 f3?! prevents ... Ng4, but 8 ... d5! intending 9 Bxc5? d4! is a strong reply) 8 ... Ng4 9 Bg5 Rb8 10 f3 Nge5, as played in J.Forgo-Z.Eberth, Heves 1999, looks fine for Black. The problem with h2-h4 is that it virtually makes the e5-square an outpost for Black, since f3-f4 will always leave the g4-square exposed.

  d) You won’t find many Closed Sicilian players choosing to block their f-pawn with 7 Nf3!?, but this move does at least prevent ... h4 for the moment and White might change plans altogether with d3-d4. My feeling is that 7 ... Nd4! is Black’s best response.

  

  DANGEROUS WEAPON! White fell for yet another trick in the game H.Mueller-N.Stanec, Linz 1997. After 8 h3 (to prevent ... Bg4) 8 ... Bd7 9 0-0?! Qc8! 10 Kh2? Nxf3+, White suddenly realized that 11 Qxf3 loses to 11 ... Bg4! (Diagram 18)
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  Diagram 18 (B)

  

  12 Qf4 Bh6 – yet another point behind ... h5!. So he was forced to give up a pawn with 11 Bxf3 Bxh3.

  
 8 Qd2 looks stronger than 8 h3, and here I think Black should develop with 8 ... e5 9 0-0 Ne7 (or 9 ... Nxf3+ 10 Bxf3 Ne7). If White tries 9 Nd5 instead of 9 0-0, the complications after 9 ... Bh3! seem to favour Black; for example, 10 Nxd4 Bxg2 11 Bg5 Qd7 12 Nb5 Bxh1 13 Nbc7+ Kf8 14 Nxa8 f6, or 12 Rg1 cxd4 13 Rxg2 f6 14 Bh4 g5.

  7 ... e5 (Diagram 19)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 19 (W)

  

  

  Clamping down on the d4-square and intending quick development with ... Nge7, and possibly ... Be6 and ... Qd7.

  Black can also choose to keep the long diagonal open, and after 7 ... Bd7!? (or 7 ... Rb8) there’s a very good chance of a transposition to 6 ... Rb8 lines in which Black plays a later ... h5. For example, 8 Qd2 (against 8 f4 Black can try 8 ... Nd4 9 Nf3 Qc8!?) 8 ... Rb8 9 Nge2 b5 10 0-0 (or 10 f4 Nd4 11 Nd1 b4 12 c3 Nxe2 13 Qxe2 bxc3 14 bxc3, J.Houska-A.Huzman, St Vincent 2003) 10 ... b4 11 Nd1 Qc8 12 Kh2 Nf6 with a typically complex position offering level chances, E.Kuznetsova-S.Kalinitschew, Senden 2001. This more fluid option will certainly appeal to some players, especially in view of possible improvements for White in the main line on move 8.

  8 Qd2

  From the handful of games I have found reaching the position after 7 ... e5, 8 Qd2 has virtually always been White’s response, and this is understandable given that it’s such an automatic follow-up to Be3. However, my feeling is that 8 Qd2 is actually an inaccuracy here. Because of ... h5 there’s no chance to play a quick Bh6, so White might be better advised using the tempo elsewhere.

  First of all there’s 8 Nd5!?, which led to a small advantage for White after 8 ... Be6 9 Ne2 Bxd5 10 exd5 Nce7 11 c3 Nf5 12 Bd2 Bh6 13 0-0 Nge7 14 Bxh6 Rxh6 15 d4 in B.Golubovic-V.Lukov, Marostica 1993. On the other hand, 8 ... Nce7 looks stronger than 8 ... Be6, as Black would certainly prefer to use a knight to trade on d5. Furthermore, from a theoretical viewpoint Black also need not fear 8 ... Nge7 9 Bg5 in view of 9 ... Qa5+ 10 Bd2 Qd8, although of course White can repeat moves here.

  There’s also 8 f4!? to consider. The only game I could find was F.Egeland-N.Miezis, Oslo 2003, where the Latvian Grandmaster’s ever-creative play reaped dividends after 8 ... Nge7 9 Nf3 Nd4 10 0-0 f6!? (preparing ... Be6 without allowing Ng5) 11 fxe5?! dxe5 12 Qd2 Be6 13 Kh2 Qd7 14 a4 Rc8 15 Qf2 g5!? 16 Ng1 g4! 17 h4 0-0 18 b3 f5, when Black enjoyed a strong initiative. However, White was rather cooperative in that game, and 11 Nh4! looks much more challenging. Now 11 ... Be6? is no longer possible because of 12 Nxg6! Nxg6 13 f5, so Black should switch plans with 11 ... exf4 12 gxf4 f5! to prevent White from playing f5 himself.

  8 ... Nge7 (Diagram 20)
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  Diagram 20 (W)

  9 Nge2

  9 f4 has been played a few times, even though I think it’s less effective here than on the previous move. Black replies with 9 ... Nd4! and now:

  a) After 10 Nf3 Nxf3+! 11 Bxf3 Be6 White has some problems with his h3-pawn. He tried sacrificing it in A.Krapivin-D.Kryakvin, Vladimir 2006, but after 12 Ne2 Qd7 13 c3 Bxh3 14 fxe5 Bxe5 15 d4 cxd4 16 cxd4 Bg7 I don’t think the compensation is quite sufficient.

  b) 10 Nd1 h4 (Diagram 21)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 21 (W)

  

  (this works well here as Black is in a good position to fight for the dark squares) 11 g4 exf4! 12 Bxf4 Ne6 13 Ne2 d5 14 Ndc3 d4 15 Nd5 Nxd5 16 exd5 Nxf4 17 Qxf4 Qa5+ was better for Black in S.Glinert-J.Fedorowicz, Toronto 2000. In S.Barbeau-I.Zugic, Montreal 2001, White sensibly kept his dark-squared bishop with 13 Bh2, although even here 13 ... Nc6 14 Nf3 Ned4 looks fine for Black.

  9 ... Nd4! 10 f4

  Other moves for White are covered in the Nabuurs-Bus game.

  10 ... Be6

  Black is in no hurry to castle; the plan of ... Be6 and ... Qd7 is very appealing.

  11 0-0

  11 0-0-0 Qa5! again offers Black excellent attacking chances against the white king. One possible variation, given by Finkel in ChessBase Magazine, runs 12 a3 b5!? 13 f5 Bb3! 14 Rdf1 (14 Bxd4? cxd4 15 cxb3 loses to 15 ... Bh6) 14 ... b4 15 f6 bxc3 16 Nxc3 Bxf6 17 Rxf6 Bxc2 18 Bxd4 cxd4 19 Nd5 Qxd2+ 20 Kxd2 Nxd5 21 exd5 Rc8 22 Rxd6 Ba4 with some advantage to Black.

  Black has quite a few options against 11 Nd5 including the simple 11 ... Nxe2 12 Qxe2 Bxd5 13 exd5 Nf5 14 Bf2, when both 14 ... h4 and 14 ... Qa5+ look promising.

  Finally, the knight retreat 11 Nd1 can be met by 11 ... d5!, an idea we’ve already seen. 12 c3 Nxe2 13 Qxe2 d4 14 Bd2 Qd7 certainly left Black on top in G.Soppe-G.Needleman, Buenos Aires 2005.

  11 ... Qd7 12 Kh2 0-0 (Diagram 22)
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  Diagram 22 (W)

  In this position the insertion of ... h5 and h3 favours Black, since the pawn on h3 requires constant attention and it’s difficult for White to resolve the situation. In the game A.Bachmann Schiavo-Bu Xiangzhi, Calvia Olympiad 2004, Black gained a considerable advantage after 13 Nd1 d5! (again this reply to Nd1) 14 Nec3 f5! (Diagram 23)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 23 (W)

  

  

  
    15 exd5 Nxd5 16 Nxd5 Bxd5 17 Nc3 Bc6 18 h4 Rfe8 19 fxe5 Bxe5 20 Bf4 Bxf4 21 Rxf4 Re6. Instead of 13 Nd1 White should probably keep his knight on c3 and build up slowly with 13 Rf2 or 13 Rae1. Even so, Black is fine here: he can seek the usual action on the queenside with ... Rab8 followed by ... b5; or he can aim for ... f5, probably with ... Rae8 thrown in first.

    
 Conclusion
As far as I can see, the evidence in this chapter suggests that 6 ... h5 is a good practical weapon for Black, even when played against an experienced Closed Sicilian player. As we saw in Amarger-Miezis, careless play by White can land him in hot water very quickly. Perhaps more importantly, ‘automatic’ Closed Sicilian moves, ones which those playing Black are likely to face more often than not, are not always the best way forward for White. Indeed, White’s chances of success seem to increase if he chooses less obvious moves, such as 8 Nd5 or 8 f4 instead of 8 Qd2 in the main line, although even there I don’t think Black has too much to fear.

  


  
    


  

  Chapter Two
A Twist in the c3 Sicilian
Peter Wells

  
 1 e4 c5 2 c3 Nf6 3 e5 Nd5 4 d4 cxd4 5 Nf3 Nc6 6 cxd4 d6 7 Bc4 dxe5!? (Diagram 1)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 1 (W)

  I think it will pay right from the outset to be quite upfront about what can be expected from a Dangerous Weapon in the c3 Sicilian. 2 c3 not only has a richly deserved reputation for solidity, but I also suspect that part of its scoring potential comes from the fact that many of the really aggressive Black responses simply do not stand up to close scrutiny. In doing the groundwork for this chapter I revisited a few of them, and I am fairly confident that in selecting a weapon with rather more modest ambitions I am doing the reader a significant favour!

  What 7 ... dxe5!? undoubtedly does have to offer is the fact that it has been unfairly neglected in comparison with the much more standard 7 ... Nb6 or 7 ... e6. Indeed, I have been playing the Black side of the ... Nf6/ ... Nc6 and ... d6 systems for some time and I have to confess that it is only relatively recently that I have been more than dimly aware that this move is even viable. Furthermore, whilst working on this chapter I have become increasingly convinced that 8 Bxd5 – the line which is generally recommended in theoretical works – at once unbalances the position nicely without offering White any theoretical advantage. This detail is far from irrelevant in securing the status of 7 ... dxe5 as a Dangerous Weapon. If this supposedly problematic line in fact offers Black excellent counterplay, then my only possible reservation about the whole weapon is that 8 dxe5 can lead to positions which are potentially a bit dull. However, this is not a thought to be overstated either. I think the resulting positions compare very well with the genuine tedium which often notoriously accompanies the main line 7 ... Nb6 8 Bb5 dxe5 9 Nxe5 Bd7 10 Nxd7 (or even 10 Bxc6), quite aside from having the virtue of being considerably less explored. Another attraction of this system – as I will hope to show in what follows – is that in the case of both 8 dxe5 and 8 Nxe5, there seems to me to be a good deal of scope to depart from ‘established theory’ and still to emerge with a very decent position. There is rich scope here both to examine lines which have previously been unfairly neglected and to debunk a handful of myths which do not stand up to more than a cursory examination.

  Enough propaganda! It is 8 Bxd5 which is much beloved of the theoreticians and disputing the alleged efficacy of this move is definitely my first task. Strangely, I also sense it is one of the easiest! Let us begin with a comfortingly typical example of White trotting out the received wisdom and discovering that the picture is much more complex. This is but one of many games played at a reasonably high level in which White discovers that whilst he may enjoy a temporary initiative based upon the rapid mobilization generated by harrying the black queen, his opponent can nonetheless secure a solid foothold in the centre and thereafter it is the defender’s bishop pair which may constitute the more significant asset in the long run.

  
 X.Bedouin-B.Chatalbashev
Rohde 2006

  
 1 e4 c5 2 c3 Nf6 3 e5 Nd5 4 d4 cxd4 5 cxd4 d6 6 Nf3 Nc6 7 Bc4 dxe5 8 Bxd5!?

  As I mentioned above, this move gets a very good press and in some annotations is elevated to something close to refutation status. I could hardly disagree more strongly with this! I no longer believe this to be the most promising move even if it is followed up with pinpoint accuracy. Moreover, as we shall see, it significantly ups the ante by injecting considerable imbalance into the position. This can easily rebound on White.

  8 ... Qxd5 (Diagram 2)
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  Diagram 2 (W)

  9 Nc3 Qd6!

  Here and only here! In the sequence that follows it is essential for the queen to defend e5 for two distinct reasons: first, it enables Black’s knight to advance to d4 rather than acquiescing in some ignominious retreat; second, it enables a later ... e5, without which White would enjoy a largely unchallenged spatial advantage. In other words, this is no moment for experimentation!

  It is true that 9 ... Qc4?! 10 d5 Nb4 11 Nxe5 Qa6 12 a3 Bf5 does demand a precise and active response from White, but so long as he is courageous enough to find 13 axb4! Qxa1 14 0-0 Black will have immense problems finding security for both monarchs. After 14 ... Qa6 15 Re1 g6? (15 ... f6 would have been tougher, but with Black’s king facing quite a barrage in the centre it is unsurprising that White can make trouble – 16 Qf3 g6 17 b5 Qd6 18 Nc4 Qb4 [18 ... Qd7 19 d6] 19 Ne3! to meet 19 ... Bd7 with 20 Nc2! and Qxf6 looks to be one good way) 16 b5 Qb6 17 d6 Rd8 White could have broken through immediately in G.Braun-M.Schurade, Rostock 1978, had he found 18 Nc4 Qc5 19 b3! with a very powerful Ba3 to follow.

  10 d5 Nd4! 11 Nxd4 exd4 12 Qxd4 e5! (Diagram 3)
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  Diagram 3 (W)

  
  
  It is no exaggeration to say that this move is absolutely pivotal to Black’s entire opening. If it were not possible, White would really be able to claim a great deal in exchange for Black’s bishop pair. He would enjoy a development advantage which would tend towards critical proportions if he could play Bf4 with tempo, as well as a substantial spatial plus, since challenging the d5-pawn would entail opening the position with all its attendant dangers. As it is, Black stakes his claim to the centre and will shortly support this by advancing his f-pawn too.

  Perhaps needless to say, Black does not have everything his own way. Following 12 ... e5 White has a passed d-pawn to add to his list of assets and he should derive encouragement from the reputation of the queen as a profoundly inappropriate piece to undertake the menial task of blockader. He can also aspire to attack Black’s centre pawn by means of the f4 lever. All this, as I have pointed out, has added up to a generally favourable theoretical assessment of White’s chances (Dorian Rogozenko, who in ChessBase Magazine wrote, ‘In most theoretical sources this position is wrongly evaluated as better for White. In fact Black has ... good play’ is an honourable exception). But White’s problem is that once Black has secured his queen with ... f5 and ... Bd7 and is ready to meet any f4 with ... e4, it is far from straightforward to increase the pressure.

  13 Qd3 Bd7 14 0-0

  The natural way to develop of course but once the virtues of Black’s set-up in the game are appreciated, it is worth asking whether it is possible to strike immediately with 14 f4 before he is ready to meet this with ... e4. Certainly, if Black was forced to capture, there would be good mileage in this idea since after 14 ... exf4 15 0-0 (15 Qe4+ is not bad either, but less dangerous) Black could only prevent Bxf4 by 15 ... g5 and although Fritz 11 likes this, I suspect that either after 16 Ne4 or even 16 Qd4 Qb6 17 Be3!? most human players would not.

  Fortunately though, the position of White’s king in the centre enables Black to meet 14 f4 with 14 ... f5!. Black is ready again to reply with ... e4 to anything but 15 fxe5 Qxe5+ when 16 Kf2 Bc5+ 17 Be3 Qf4+ 18 Ke2 Qg4+ 19 Kf2 Bd6! favours Black, as does 16 Qe2 Bd6 17 Qxe5+ Bxe5 18 0-0 0-0 19 Bf4 Bd4+ 20 Kh1 Rac8 21 Rf3 Rfe8 when the d-pawn provided scant compensation for Black’s excellent pieces in M.Kotliar-Y.Grünfeld, Israeli Championship 1986.

  The attempted gain of time by pre-empting ... f5 with 14 Ne4?! is also revealed as very superficial by 14 ... Qg6 15 0-0 f5 16 Ng3 Bd6 (Rogozenko) when Black has a beautifully harmonious position.

  14 ... f5! (Diagram 4)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 4 (W)

  
  
  It is possible to play this position with ‘routine’ moves such as 14 ... Be7, but the very direct text move in conjunction with ... Kf7 seems to me to leave Black by far the best placed to counter pressure against e5. It does not always pay to hurry the move ... e4, but it is extremely useful to have it available!

  15 Re1

  Another natural move, but by no means the only approach. A brief look at the alternatives may act as a useful guide to identify the sort of ideas which carry some danger for Black and those which are definitely leading nowhere:

  a) The first question is whether the blockader can be knocked off course with 15 Nb5 while the black king is still on e8. This seems fairly easily dismissed. Although 15 Nb5 all but obliges Black to cede the bishop pair, his centre is enhanced by the ‘changing of the guard’ on d6 after 15 ... Bxb5 16 Qxb5+ Qd7 17 Qe2 (or 17 Qb3 Bd6! 18 f4 e4 19 Be3 0-0 20 Rac1 Rfc8 and again I prefer Black, D.Arngrimsson-P. Bobras, Hastings 2005) 17 ... Bd6 18 Bf4 (Diagram 5).

  [image: ]

  Diagram 5 (B)

  Here Black can respond calmly with 18 ... 0-0! 19 Bxe5 Rae8 20 f4 Bxe5 21 fxe5 Qxd5 and the weakness of the e-pawn gave him a definite initiative in F.Kwiatkowski-C. Ward, Lloyds Bank Masters, London 1994.

  b) However, this might not be the end of the Nb5 idea, but rather an indication that it needs to be applied with a little more finesse. The interesting treatment with an accelerated 15 a4!? can be viewed at least in part as just such a modification. The first idea is that 15 ... Kf7 will be met by an enhanced 16 Nb5! since the f5-pawn would now hang in the event of 16 ... Bxb5.

  The second is revealed if Black tries to stop Nb5 by brute force with 15 ... a6, for then the subsidiary idea to 15 a4 is revealed by 16 b3! when the plan of playing the bishop to a3 (which will also feature in the game) can be seen in a new guise. This may not secure a plus for White, but it does at least set problems in a new and fresh setting.

  The third idea was revealed by the course of the game Nay Oo Kyaw Tun-S.Simanjuntak, Kuala Lumpur 2006, after 15 ... Be7!? 16 Nb5!? Bxb5 17 Qxb5+ Qd7 18 Re1 (Diagram 6)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 6 (B)

  
  as there are implications for the e5-pawn now that White has prepared his queen sortie by defending b5. After 18 ... e4 19 f3 Black defended precisely with 19 ... Qxb5 20 axb5 Bb4! 21 Re2 Bc5+ 22 Kh1 (the point of Black’s 20th move is revealed by 22 Be3 exf3! 23 gxf3 Bxe3+ 24 Rxe3+ Kd7 25 Rea3 Rhd8 and Black will have no troubles in the ending) 22 ... 0-0 and the tactics have all worked to enable Black to hold his position together neatly. Indeed, after 23 Bf4 Rad8 24 Rd1 he should have played 24 ... Bd6!? when the position is drawish, but it might not be outlandish to talk of Black having a slight edge.

  c) One more idea merits a mention here, if only for its originality. In S.Vysochin-M.Vachier Lagrave, Evry 2005, White found a new home for the queen in conjunction with the rare, but important plan of attacking Black’s centre with a quick f4 advance. After 15 Qg3 Kf7!? 16 f4 e4 17 Be3 Be7 18 Bd4 Bf6 19 Bxf6 Qxf6 20 Qe3 Qb6 21 Qxb6 axb6 22 Rad1 Rhc8 23 Rd4! b5 24 a3 White may even be slightly better in this endgame since he has done a decent job of fixing Black’s queenside weaknesses. Nonetheless, exchanging dark-squared bishops feels like a slight concession – is it so scary for the bishop to land on e5 after 18 ... Qg6 or even 18 ... Rhg8? Neither am I fully persuaded of the necessity for 20 ... Qb6. In other words this all looks like a useful extension of White’s options rather than a huge threat.

  Returning to 15 Re1 (Diagram 7).
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  Diagram 7 (B)

  
  
  15 ... Kf7 16 a4

  One of the beauties of this position for the defender is that it seems to be very easy for even strong players to drift with White here.

  16 Qe3 makes notably little sense, since after 16 ... a6! the e-pawn is immune (due to ... Re8). Neither does 16 Bd2 look very promising; Black was soon better in A.Groszpeter-P.Szekely, Hungarian Ch., Budapest 1978, after 16 ... e4 17 Qg3 Qxg3 18 hxg3 Rc8 19 Rac1 Be7 20 g4 g6 21 g5 Rc4 22 g3 h6! 23 gxh6 g5. White’s attempts to undermine Black’s pawn chain have merely weakened his own and ultimately granted it extra mobility.

  16 ... a6!?

  I like this move. In general it seems to me that there is no need to rush the space-gaining ... e4 – better to wait until the next move when White has weakened the c3-square and thus rendered a successful break with a quick f3 more problematic.

  17 b3

  This move should not pass without comment. Even if it turns out to be strong – and it has certainly been the most popular move in this theoretically important position – the possibility to play Bb2 or Ba3 certainly comes at a price. For c3 is tangibly weakened, and with it (as we shall see) the whole value of the c-file to Black is greatly enhanced.

  17 ... e4 18 Qh3 Rc8! (Diagram 8)
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  Diagram 8 (W)

  Natural and logical; it becomes clear the more I study this line that a certain weakness on the c-file in fact underlies many of the problems which White tends to encounter. In any case, White does have a serious plan in Ba3 here and this should concentrate Black’s mind somewhat. In particular the white queen seems to be the wrong target, and Black’s attempt to embarrass her with 18 ... h5? was left looking rather naive after 19 Ba3 Qc7 20 d6! Bxd6 21 Bxd6 Qxd6 22 Rad1 Qe7 23 Nxe4! in D.Pavasovic-P.Soln, Slovenian Ch., Maribor 1998. When the position opens up like this, many of the perfectly decent moves integral to Black’s set-up begin to look like the height of folly!

  19 Ba3

  This feels consistent – developing with tempo and attacking the blockader of the passed pawn. But the weakness of c3 means that nothing is straightforward here and a body of theory is developing which suggests that White should probably be seeking improvements already.

  19 Bb2 is certainly plausible too. After 19 ... Be7 White can try 20 Ne2!? intending only after 20 ... Rc2 to proceed with 21 Ba3 (Diagram 9).
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  Diagram 9 (B)

  
  
  Now Black should resist the greedy 21 ... Qxd5 22 Rad1 Rd2 (not 22 ... Rxe2? 23 Qh5+) 23 Nc3 Qd4 24 Rxd2 Qxd2 25 Rd1 when he is obliged to give up his queen with 25 ... Qxd1+ 26 Nxd1 Bxa3 27 Ne3 and his forces do not look quite well enough coordinated for all this to be advisable. Neither is 21 ... Qh6?! the usual panacea in view of 22 Qxh6 gxh6 23 Bxe7 Kxe7 24 f3! placing Black’s centre under some pressure. Instead he should settle for 21 ... Qe5! 22 Bxe7 Kxe7 23 Rad1 Kf7 which Peter Szekely with his customary excellent positional and defensive instincts selected in P.Rahls-P. Szekely, Berlin 1988. Still, White has a good square on d4 and is facing less urgent problems on the c-file than in many lines. Black is okay here, but White’s treatment remains a valid one.

  Returning to 19 Ba3 (Diagram 10):
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  Diagram 10 (B)

  19 ... Qh6!?

  On one level this positionally profound move simply merits an ‘!’. However, I have marked it less generously with the intention of highlighting the neglect of the alternative 19 ... Qc7!? amongst commentators. If mentioned at all, it is usually observed that 20 Bb2 gives White some initiative. However, given that Black then

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
    It is also worth noting that if White neglects to play Re1 and heads for the immediate 11 Nc3 Black can seriously consider 11 ... Nxc3!? 12 bxc3 e5! 13 Re1 (13 Bg5 Qc7) 13 ... exd4 14 cxd4 Bg4 again with promising pressure against White’s centre.

    
 Conclusion
As I say, much of the final section of the chapter is all rather tentative. However, if Black even has a choice of viable weapons against 8 Nxe5, the impression is further strengthened that 7 ... dxe5 is a relatively little known, rather neglected weapon, ideal for taking c3 Sicilian players off the beaten track without sacrificing any fundamental soundness along the way.
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