
  CHAPTER 1


  PLAYING AGAINST TWO WEAKNESSES


  In the first chapter we would like to familiarise you with how to play against two weaknesses. Ulf Andersson’s games are wonderfully well suited to the illustration of this extremely important subject in positional play. Normally it is very difficult to find a telling example of play against the two weaknesses in its purest form, because in modern chess nowadays players are continually throwing a spanner into their opponent’s works and striving for counterplay. Nevertheless, in the games we have chosen to demonstrate, Ulf Andersson manages in simple yet brilliant fashion to reduce his opponent’s counterplay to a minimum, to inflict weaknesses on his opponent and to carry out a concerted attack against several weaknesses.


  What can be described as a weakness?


  The concept of weakness is in most cases applied to the opposing pawn structure. This includes, for example, isolated pawns, backward pawns, doubled pawns, hanging pawns, etc. But as well as these pawn weaknesses, there are other types of weakness, such as one side having a material advantage (an extra pawn), controlling an open line, having a protected or a distant passed pawn or the other side having a badly placed piece, and many other possibilities.


  The first important chess theoretician to recognise and formulate the principle of the two weaknesses was the brilliant grandmaster Aaron Nimzowitsch in his famous and highly recommendable book My System. He expressed it as follows: ‘manoeuvring against opposing weaknesses’ or the ‘combined attack on both wings’. Of course plans based on the principle of the two weaknesses existed before Nimzowitsch and leading chess masters employed them as a weapon in their technique.


  If you wish to improve your playing strength, it is indispensable to learn the following systematic way of proceeding:


  
    	The first weakness is created. The course of a game naturally depends on the structure to be found in the opening and the middlegame. The weaknesses which arise in a game can – see above – be of many different sorts.


    	That weakness is fixed and attacked (this is especially the case when there is a pawn weakness). Generally speaking, the opponent will find it easy to defend one weakness, but this means that his pieces are tied to that weakness.


    	In an other sector of the board a second weakness is created.


    	As you attack and put pressure on both weaknesses turn about, this leads to difficulties in co-ordination for the defence. The result of this is very frequently a collapse.

  


  No. 1

  Ulf Andersson

  Karl Robatsch


  Open German Championship, Munich 1979

  English Opening


  1.Nf3 Nf6 2.c4 c5 3.g3 b6 4.Bg2 Bb7 5.0-0 g6 6.b3 Bg7 7.Bb2 0-0 8.Nc3


  [image: image]


  8...d5?!


  Here it is better to consider 8...Na6 intending ...e6, ...d5 and counterplay in the centre, e.g.: 8...Na6 9.d4 d5 10.Ne5 e6 11.cxd5 Nxd5 12.Nxd5 Bxd5 13.dxc5 Bxg2 14.Kxg2 Nxc5 15.Qxd8 Rfxd8 16.Rfd1 Nd7 17.Rxd7 Rxd7 18.Nxd7 Bxb2 19.Rb1 Ba3 20.Rd1 Rc8 with equality in Andersson-Miles, Skara 1980.


  The move 8...d5 leads after several exchanges on d5 to an endgame in which White has a slight but lasting advantage.


  9.Nxd5 Nxd5 10.Bxg7 Kxg7 11.cxd5 Qxd5 12.d4 cxd4 13.Qxd4+ Qxd4 14.Nxd4 Bxg2 15.Kxg2 a6


  This move does deprive the Nd4 of the b5-square and clears the 7th rank for the black rook, but on the other hand it weakens the b6 pawn.


  15...Nd7 16.Rfd1 Nf6 17.Nb5 Rfc8 18.Rac1 Rxc1 19.Rxc1 a6 20.Nd4 Rd8 21.e3 Nd5 22.Rc6+/= and later 1-0 in Andersson-Marovic, Banja Luka 1976.


  16.Rac1


  [image: image]


  Black has difficulties developing the Nb8 without conceding to his opponent entry squares on the c-file. This example makes it clear that a lead in development can even be an advantage in the endgame.


  16.Rfc1 Ra7 17.Rc2 Rd8 18.e3 Kf8 (18...e5 19.Nf3 f6 20.Rac1+/-) 19.Rac1 Ke8 20.g4! h6 21.h4 Rad7 22.f4 a5 23.Kf3 Rd6 24.h5!+/- followed in Andersson-Hort, Niksic 1978.


  16...Ra7 17.Rc2 Rd8 18.e3 e5 19.Nf3 f6


  
    [image: image]


    The natural (and certainly also the good) move would be 20.Rfc1, in order to occupy the c-file. But White finds an unconventional move which will turn out to be very useful. How does White continue?

  


  20.g4!


  White is threatening to undermine the f6 pawn with g4-g5 and makes some space for himself on the kingside. In addition the move has the advantage that at any time his king can get involved in the play on the kingside via g3. The counter-thrust 20...g5 cannot be played, because the result would be a decisive weakness on the f5-square, which White can exploit with the manoeuvre Nd2-e4-g3-f5.


  20...Rd6 21.Rfc1 Nd7 22.Rc6!


  White seizes the 6th rank and ties down the black pieces to the defence of the b6 pawn. He has fixed his opponent’s first weakness.


  22...Rxc6 23.Rxc6 Kf7


  
    [image: image]


    Find the decisive re-grouping which consolidates White’s clear positional advantage (the superior position of the rook and the control of the 6th rank).

  


  24.Nd2!


  White improves the position of his knight to the e4-square, from where it shall be brought via c3 to d5, to take up the attack on the weaknesses on b6 and f6.


  24...Ke7 25.Ne4 Rb7 26.b4!


  This deprives his opponent of the c5-square for the knight and cramps his queenside position even more. The position is starting to look like one which will lead to zugzwang.


  26...Rb8


  [image: image]


  27.Nc3!


  The manoeuvre Nc3-d5 decides the game, since Black is hardly in any position to defend his pawn weaknesses.


  27...f5


  27...Kf7 28.Nd5 a5 (28...Rb7 29.Rd6 puts Black in zugzwang, e.g. 29...Kg7 30.Re6) 29.b5 Rb7 30.h4 Rb8 31.g5 f5 32.Kf3+/-.


  28.Nd5+ Kf7 29.Kg3 h5


  Nor do other moves help any more, e.g. 29...Re8 30.Rd6 fxg4 31.Kxg4 Rd8 32.a4+-.


  30.gxf5 gxf5 31.Rd6 Rb7 32.Kh4 Kg7 33.Kxh5


  There is no way of stopping the further loss of a pawn after 34.Kg5. So Black resigned.


  No. 2

  Ulf Andersson

  Krunoslav Hulak


  Hoogovens Wijk aan Zee 1983

  King’s Indian Defence


  1.Nf3 Nf6 2.c4 c5 3.g3 g6 4.b3


  The double fianchetto is one of Andersson’s favourite openings.


  4...Bg7 5.Bb2 Nc6 6.Bg2 0-0 7.0-0 d6 8.d4 cxd4 9.Nxd4 Bd7


  [image: image]


  10.Nc3


  10.Nc2 constitutes a good alternative here: 10...Qc8 11.Nc3 Bh3 12.Rb1 Bxg2 13.Kxg2 Rd8 14.Nd5+/= in Dizdar-Ulibin, Voskresensk 1990.


  10...a6 11.Rc1 Qa5 12.e3 Rfc8 13.a3


  13.Qe2 Rab8 14.h3 Qg5 15.Rfd1 Kf8 16.Kh2+/=, Keene-Paoli, Dortmund 1973.


  13...Rab8 14.Re1 Bg4 15.Qd2 Qh5 16.Nd5 Nxd5 17.cxd5 Nxd4


  The simplification of the position leads to a solid positional advantage for Andersson, who is able to occupy the c-file in view of the offside position of the black queen.


  There is the alternative 17...Ne5, after which White also has a slight advantage.


  After the exchange of rooks he can penetrate the opposing queenside with the queen, especially on the c7-square.


  18.Bxd4 Bxd4 19.Qxd4 Bf3


  19...Rxc1 20.Rxc1 Rc8 21.Rc4+/=.


  20.Rc4!
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  White has achieved his strategic goal. There is no way he can be forced to give up the c-file.


  20...Bxg2


  20...b5 21.Rc6+/=.


  21.Kxg2 Qf5 22.Rec1 Qd7 23.e4 f6?!


  Black could have mounted a more active defence here with 23...Rxc4 24.Qxc4 Re8. His idea is to play ...e6 and himself open the e-file. However, here too White has a slight endgame advantage on account of the weak d6 pawn and of his possession of the c-file: 25.a4 e6 26.dxe6 Qxe6 27.Qxe6 Rxe6 28.f3 (28.Rc7 Rxe4? 29.Rxb7 a5 30.Rb5 Re5 31.Rxe5 dxe5 with a winning pawn ending after 32.Kf3 Kf8 33.Ke4+-. A better try is 28...b5 29.Ra7 Rxe4 30.Rxa6 bxa4 with good drawing chances for Black) 28...Kf8 29.g4+/=.


  24.Qc3 Rxc4 25.Qxc4 Kf7 26.h3


  Deprives the black queen of the g4-square and prepares a possible pawn advance by g4 and then f4. Black’s first weakness consists of the fact that White controls the c-file with his queen and rook. The second weakness is to be brought about by pawn advances on the kingside.


  26...f5?


  The wait-and-see tactic 26...Re8 is better.


  
    [image: image]


    Black doesn’t want to have to put up with his passive position. However, this move weakens the kingside. How can White exploit this to his advantage?

  


  27.Rc3!


  Threatening the rook lift to f3.


  27...fxe4 28.Qxe4 Rf8


  To Black’s great sorrow, the relieving move 28...Rc8 is not possible on account of 29.Qe6+.


  29.a4 Kg7 30.g4 Rf6 31.Qd4!+/-


  A simple move which reveals Black’s dilemma. The threat is both g5 and Qb6 followed by Rc7. At this point the whole sense of playing against two weaknesses is made clear: Black is not in the position to be able to defend on both wings.


  31...g5
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    How does White obtain a decisive advantage?

  


  32.f4!


  White exploits the unfortunate positions of the rook and the king to get in the pawn thrust f4-f5, after which the black position can no longer be held.


  32...h6 33.f5 Qd8


  34.Qb6 had to be prevented.


  34.Qb4 Rf7 35.Rc4


  Threatening Qc3+ and wins.


  35...Kh7 36.Qc3 Qg8 37.Rc7 b5 38.axb5 axb5 39.Qd3 Kh8 40.Qxb5 Qa8 41.Qc4 Qa2+ 42.Qc2 Qa6 43.b4 Kg8 44.Qe4 Qa2+


  Even 44...e5 brings no relief, since White hangs on to his winning advantage with 45.Qc4.


  45.Rc2 Qb3 46.b5! h5


  [image: image]


  46...Qxb5 47.Qe6+-.


  47.Qc4


  A safe method to bring the game to an end, but after 47.f6! White could win with a direct mating attack: 47...exf6 (47...Rxf6 48.Rc8+ Kg7 49.Qxe7+ Rf7 50.Qxg5+ Kh7 51.Qg8+ Kh6 52.g5#) 48.Qg6+ Kf8 49.Rc8+ Ke7 50.Qe4+ Kd7 51.Qe8#.


  Andersson, however, remains true to his preferred strategic style.


  47...Qb1 48.Qe4 Qb3 49.gxh5 Kg7 50.f6+ 1-0


  No. 3

  Gyula Sax

  Ulf Andersson


  Reggio Emilia 1988/89

  French Defence


  1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.Bg5 dxe4 5.Nxe4 Be7 6.Bxf6 gxf6 7.Nf3 f5


  [image: image]


  Recapturing on f6 with the g-pawn is one of the sharpest variations of the classical Burn System in the French Defence.


  Black would like to set up pressure against the d4 pawn along the h8-a1 diagonal with his bishop and to play against the white centre mostly by using the pawn push ...c5. Black has as compensation for his bad pawn structure the bishop pair combined with play for his pieces.


  8.Nc3


  The alternative consists of 8.Ng3, after which Black obtains sufficient counter-play with 8...c5: 8.Ng3 c5 9.c3 a6 10.d5 exd5 11.Bd3 f4 12.Qa4+ Nc6 13.Qxf4 Bd6 14.Qh6 Be6 15.Nf5 Bf8 16.Qf4 Qd7 17.0-0-0 and ½-½ in Sax-Andersson, Rome 1986.


  8...Bf6 9.Qd2 c5 10.Bb5+


  The sharpest move is without any doubt 10.d5, after which a very complicated position arises, with slightly better chances for White.


  10...Bd7 11.Bxd7+


  Here there was also the possibility of 11.dxc5 a6, which Andersson played twice that same year: 11.dxc5 a6 12.Bxd7+ Nxd7 13.0-0-0 (13.Na4 Qc7 14.0-0-0 Nxc5 15.Nxc5 Qxc5 16.Qd7+ Kf8 17.Qd6+ Qxd6 18.Rxd6 Rg8=, Wedberg-Andersson, Haninge 1988) 13...Qc7 14.Qd6 Rc8 15.Nd5 Qxc5 16.Nxf6+ Nxf6 17.Qxc5 and ½-½ in A. Sokolov-Andersson, Brussels 1988.


  11...Nxd7 12.0-0-0 Qa5 13.Kb1 0-0-0 14.Qh6 Rhg8 15.g3 Bg7! 16.Qf4


  16.Qxh7 Nf6 17.Qh3 Ng4 with very good counterplay.


  16...cxd4 17.Nxd4 a6


  This prevents 18.Ndb5. 17...e5?? 18.Qxf5+-.


  18.Rd2 Qe5!


  [image: image]


  White must avoid exchanging queens, since after 19.Qxe5 Nxe5 Black has a positional advantage. Black is threatening both ...Nc4 and ...Ng4 and the black bishop turns into a giant.


  19.Qh4 Qf6 20.Qxf6


  White must exchange the queens, since after 20.Qh5 there would be the reply 20...Nb6 with a slight advantage for Black: 21.Rhd1 Nc4 22.Rd3 Ne5 23.R3d2 Qh6=/+.


  20...Nxf6 21.f3
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    How can Black inflict a weakness on White?

  


  21...h5!


  In such structures this is a standard manoeuvre. Black wants to seize the h-file by ...h5-h4 and then ...Rh8 and in doing so give White his first weakness.


  22.Rd3?!


  Here 22.Rhd1 was better, since after the text move the white pawn structure is weakened.


  22...h4 23.Nde2 Rxd3 24.cxd3 Rh8!


  Intending 25...hxg3 26.Nxg3 Rh3 and then ...Bh6-f4 and Black is exerting strong pressure against the kingside. So White is forced to defend passively. In addition, Black will go on to seize the h-file and penetrate on the 2nd rank, which will become a weakness in the white camp. The isolated d-pawn and the e3-square are also weaknesses for White.


  25.Rg1 hxg3 26.hxg3 Rh2 27.g4!


  After the exchange on g4 White’s idea is that he will possibly later become active down the f-file. But the move is above all necessary to exclude the possibility of ...Bh6 (27...Bh6? 28.g5 winning a piece).


  27...fxg4 28.fxg4 Kd7 29.Kc1
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    Find the best way for Black to exploit his active position and superior pawn structure.

  


  29...Nd5!


  After 30.Nxd5 Rxe2 Black seizes the 2nd rank and has a clear advantage. So Black can now exploit the dark-squared weaknesses in the white camp and forces his way on to the e3-square.


  30.Kd1


  White does not have many defensive options, since 30.Kd2 leads to a losing position: 30.Kd2 Bxc3+ 31.bxc3 Nf4 32.Re1 Kd6-+.


  30...Ne3+ 31.Kd2
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  31...Ng2!


  The threat is 32...Bh6+, so White is now forced into playing 32.g5. This later becomes a weak point in the white position. In addition, the move 32.g5 also weakens the f5-square, on which the black knight will settle. It is instructive to see how Andersson patiently extends his advantage one step at a time.


  32.g5 Nh4!


  This threatens the fork on f3 and the occupation of the strong outpost f5.


  33.Rf1 Nf5 34.Ne4 Bd4


  Transferring the bishop on to the important a7-g1 diagonal, where it controls the squares e3 and d4. 34...Bxb2?! 35.Rb1.


  35.b3 Ke7 36.Rf3 Bb6 37.Ng3 Nd4!


  After the liquidation which now follows, White loses his important g5 pawn.


  38.Rf4 Rg2 39.Re4 Nxe2 40.Nxe2 Rxg5


  Black has grabbed a pawn and has a decisive advantage. Andersson now turns this advantage into a win with impeccable technique.


  41.Kd1 Bc5 42.Rc4 Bd6


  The black bishop on d6 is dominating the white knight and denying the rook the entry square on c7.


  43.Nc3 f5
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  44.a4?!


  The move 44.Rh4 was somewhat more stubborn, since Black now wins the b3 pawn.


  44...Rg1+ 45.Ke2 Rg2+ 46.Kf3 Rb2 47.Ke3 Rxb3 48.Ne2 Rb4!


  Black liquidates to a minor piece ending. That is the simplest. Andersson doesn’t want to leave his opponent with any more counterplay whatsoever.


  49.Rxb4 Bxb4 50.d4 Bd6 51.Nc1 0-1


  No. 4

  Ulf Andersson

  Friso Nijboer


  Hoogovens Wijk aan Zee 1990

  Queen’s Pawn Game


  1.Nf3 g6 2.d4 Nf6 3.g3 Bg7 4.Bg2 0-0 5.0-0 d6 6.Re1 c5


  6...Nc6 is possible, and Andersson also went on to gain experience with it: 7.Nc3 e5 8.dxe5 dxe5 9.h3 Qe7 10.Bg5 Rd8 11.Qc1 Qf8 12.e4 Be6 13.Nd2 h6 14.Bxf6 Bxf6 15.Nd5 Bxd5 16.exd5 Ne7 17.Nc4 Qg7 18.Ne3 Nf5 19.c3 Nd6 20.Qc2 Re8 21.c4+/= in Andersson-Milov, Groningen 1997.


  7.dxc5 dxc5 8.Qxd8 Rxd8 9.c3


  [image: image]


  With 9.c3 White closes the bishop’s diagonal to a1. In addition the pawn controls the important central square d4 and prepares a4 followed by Na3-c4. The disadvantages of the move 6....c5 now become clear: the black queenside and the light squares along the h1-a8 diagonal have been weakened.


  9.Ne5?! is less convincing: 9...Na6 10.c3 Nd5 11.Nc4 Be6 12.Nba3 Rd7 13.Rb1 Rad8=/+ in Andersson-Quinteros, Mar del Plata 1981.


  9...Be6


  Allows the following liquidation. 9...Nc6 10.Be3 Nd7 11.Na3+/=.


  10.Ng5 Bd5 11.e4 Bc6 12.e5! Bxg2


  12...Ng4 13.e6 f6 14.Nf7 Rd3 15.Bf1 Rd5 16.h3 Ne5 17.Nxe5 Rxe5 18.Rxe5 fxe5 19.Be3 Na6 20.Nd2+/=.


  13.exf6 exf6 14.Kxg2 fxg5 15.Bxg5 f6 16.Be3


  [image: image]


  16...b6?!


  The better alternative is 16...Nd7 17.Na3 Ne5!. Compared to the variation in the game, Black gains a tempo, since now 18.Bxc5 Nd3 is impossible. After 18.Red1 b6 19.h3 (19.f4 Ng4 20.Bg1 f5 and then ...Nf6-e4) 19...Rd3 20.Kf1 the position is level.


  17.Na3 Nc6 18.Nc4 Bf8?!


  Here Black should have played the dynamic 18...b5, in order to lever open the queenside with ...b5-b4 and obtain some counterplay. This leads to equality: 18...b5 19.Na3 b4 20.Nc4 (20.cxb4 Nxb4 21.Red1 f5 22.Nc4=) 20...bxc3 21.bxc3 f5 22.Rac1 Rd5=.


  19.a4!


  A typical move, White secures the position of the Nc4. At the same time a possible future a5 is threatened in order to break up the queenside.


  19...Ne7?!
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    19...Kf7 is better. How can White punish this omission?

  


  20.Bh6!


  Black probably overlooked this unpleasant liquidation. With it White secures the penetration of his rook via the e6-square, from where it controls the 6th rank, fixes the weakness on f6 and in the long term prepares for the break-through on the queenside with a4-a5.


  20...Nf5


  20...Kf7 21.Bxf8 Kxf8 (21...Rxf8 22.Nd6++-) 22.Re6+/-.


  21.Bxf8 Kxf8 22.Re6 Kf7 23.Rc6!


  The rook attacks the first weakness, the f6 pawn. White is now threatening 24.Rc7+ and Re1-e6.


  23...Rd7


  23...Rac8? 24.Rxc8 Rxc8 25.g4+-.


  24.Re1 Ne7


  24...Re7 25.Rxe7+ Nxe7 26.Rc7 Ke6 27.Kf3 h5 28.h3 Nf5 29.g4 hxg4+ 30.hxg4 Nd6 31.Nxd6 Kxd6 32.Rg7 g5 33.Ke4 Ke6 34.Rb7+/-.


  25.Rce6 Nd5
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    How would you continue here?

  


  26.a5!=+/-


  This long-desired pawn advance creates the second weakness on b6. Thanks to the combined attacks, White will go on to win material.


  26...Rb8


  26...bxa5 27.Nxa5 Rb8 28.Nc4 is not a good defence. Black’s queenside is in ruins.


  27.axb6 axb6 28.Nd6+ Kf8 29.c4 Nc7


  29...Nb4 30.Rxf6+ Kg7 31.Rfe6+/-.


  30.Rxf6+ Kg7 31.Ne4 Re7 32.Rf3 b5


  Black tries to resolve the position of the queenside pawns in order to obtain a kingside pawn structure consisting of 3 pawns against 2.


  33.b3 bxc4 34.bxc4 Rb4 35.Rc3 Ne8


  The threat is 36...Nd6.


  36.Ree3


  White lifts the pin. When liquidating, he must be careful not to allow the c-pawns to be exchanged. If that happened, all the remaining pawns would be on the same wing, which increases the drawish nature of the position.


  36...Rc7


  36...Re6 37.Kf3 (37.Nxc5?! Rxe3 38.fxe3 Nd6 and White has major difficulties converting his advantage) 37...Nd6 38.Nxd6 Rf6+ 39.Kg2 Rxd6 40.Re7++-.


  37.Ng5!+- Rc8 38.h4!


  Since White is threatening 39.Re7+ with a mating attack and a penetration to the 7th rank, Black must weaken his g6 pawn. White turns this to his advantage with the manoeuvre Ne6+/Nf4.


  38...h6 39.Ne6+ Kf6 40.Nf4! Kf7 41.Rf3 Rb7
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    What move puts Black in a situation from which there is no way out?

  


  42.Rce3! Nd6


  42...Nf6 43.Nd5 Rc6 44.Re5+-; 42...Ra7 43.Nh5+ Kg8 44.Rxe8+ Rxe8 45.Nf6+ Kf7 46.Nxe8+ Kxe8 47.Rf6+-;


  42...Kg7 43.Re6+-.


  43.Nxg6+ 1-0


  Black is losing: 43...Kxg6 44.Re6+ Kg7 45.Rxd6 or 43...Kg7 44.Re6! Nxc4 45.Ne7 Rcb8 (45...Re8 46.Nf5+ Kf7 47.Rxe8 Kxe8 48.Rc3 Rb4 49.Rxc4+-) 46.Rg6+ Kh8 47.Rf7.


  No. 5

  Ulf Andersson

  Sune Berg Hansen


  Helsingör 1999

  Sicilian Defence


  1.Nf3 c5 2.c4 g6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Bg7 5.e4 Nc6 6.Be3 Nf6 7.Nc3 Ng4


  [image: image]


  This sideline of the Maroczy System was also played frequently by the great Danish player Bent Larsen and leads to interesting positions.


  8.Qxg4 Nxd4 9.Qd1 Ne6 10.Qd2 Qa5 11.Rc1 b6 12.b3 Bb7 13.f3 g5


  13...d6!? is an alternative, with the following possibilities: 14.Nd5 (14.Be2 g5 15.Nd5 Qxd2+ 16.Kxd2 Kd7 17.b4 Be5 18.g3 Rhg8 19.Rhf1 Nd4= in Palatnik-Kyas, Cattolica 1993) 14...Qxd2+ 15.Kxd2 Kd7 16.g3 (16.Bd3 Rac8 17.Rhd1+/=) 16...Bd4 (16...Nd4 17.Bg2 e6 18.Nc3 h5 19.Rhd1 h4 20.Ke1 e5 was played in Bell-Ward, England 1995/96. Instead of 21.Kf2?! f5⇄ at this point 21.Bxd4 exd4 22.Ne2+/= would have been better) 17.Bh3 Bxe3+ 18.Kxe3 Kd8 19.Rc2 Nc7 20.Rhc1 e6 21.Nc3 Ke7 22.Rd2 Rhd8 23.f4 f6 24.Rcd1+/= in Vidarte Morales-Fluvia Poyatos, Castellar 1995.


  14.Nd5


  White centralises his knight on the d5-square and exchanges queens, leaving him with a slight endgame advantage. He has something of an advantage in space and Black has weakened himself on the kingside with 13...g5.


  14...Qxd2+ 15.Kxd2 Rc8


  15...Rg8 16.h4 h6 17.hxg5 hxg5 18.g3 Be5 19.Bf2 Rc8 20.Rh5+/=, Gerasim-chuk-Demkovich, Kiev 1998.


  16.h4!+/=


  [image: image]


  White seizes the initiative on the kingside and tries to open the h-file to his advantage.


  16.Be2 Bb2 17.Rb1 Be5 18.g3 f6 19.Rhf1 Bxd5 20.exd5 Nc5 21.b4 Nb7 22.Rfc1 Kf7 23.f4+/=, Savicevic-Spiric, Cetinje 1992.


  16...h6?


  16...h6 allows White to occupy the h-file (after exchanging on g5 and h8 followed by Be2, Rh1). Furthermore, the g-pawn has become an object of attack.


  Black would have done better to go for direct counterplay with 16...g4, with the following possibilities: 17.Bd3 (17.fxg4 Nc5 18.Bxc5 Rxc5oo/= or 18.Bd3 e6 19.Nc3 Bxc3+ 20.Kxc3 Nxe4+ 21.Kb2 Rg8 22.g5+/=; 17.h5 Rg8) 17...Nc5 18.Bb1 Rg8 19.b4 Na6 20.c5!+/=.


  17.hxg5 hxg5 18.Rxh8+ Bxh8 19.Be2 Bd4 20.Rh1


  White has achieved his goal after 16.h4!, since his occupation of the h-file creates the first weakness for Black. In the following, he attempts to inflict on his opponent a second weakness in the centre.


  20...d6 21.Rh5


  21.Rh7 Nf8 22.Rh5 Bxe3+ 23.Kxe3 f6 intending ...Kf7 and ...e6.


  21...Bxe3+ 22.Kxe3 Kd7 23.Rh7 Rf8


  
    [image: image]


    White is at a slight disadvantage because of the pawn structure. What is it and how can it be removed?

  


  24.g3!


  White transfers his bad bishop on to the strong diagonal h3-c8, when Black will have major problems defending his weaknesses. Black must move his knight, otherwise it will be pinned after Bh3.


  24...Nd8 25.Bf1 e6 26.Bh3 Bxd5


  26...Nc6 27.Rg7!+/-.


  A more stubborn try is 26...Ke8 27.Nf6+ Ke7 28.Rh6 Nc6 29.f4 gxf4+ 30.gxf4 Rc8 (30...a6 31.f5 Ne5 32.Nh5+/= / +/-) 31.f5+/=.


  27.exd5 Ke7 28.Ke4


  The well centralised white king is an extra advantage in the endgame.


  28...Kf6 29.dxe6


  After occupying the h-file and the 7th rank, White extends his spatial advantage and creates by 29.dxe6 the second weakness in the form of the black d6 pawn.


  29...Re8


  29...Nxe6 30.Bxe6 Kxe6 31.Rh6+ f6 32.Rh7 Rf7 33.Rxf7 Kxf7 34.Kd5 Ke7 35.Kc6 Ke6 36.f4 gxf4 37.gxf4 Kf5 38.Kxd6 Kxf4 39.b4 f5 40.c5 bxc5 41.bxc5+- or 32...f5+ 33.Kd4 Rf7 (33...Ra8 34.Rh6+ Ke7 35.Kd5+-) 34.Rxf7 Kxf7 35.Kd5 Ke7 36.b4 Kd7 37.a4 a6 38.a5+-.


  30.Bg4!


  [image: image]


  Even in such an apparently simple endgame position, one has to be on one’s guard: 30.Kd5? Kg6-/+.


  30...Nxe6


  30...Kg6 31.Rh2 Nxe6 32.Kd5 Ng7 33.Bd7 reaches the text variation by transposition.


  31.Kd5+/-


  White has a major positional advantage, characterised by his active king, the strong bishop and Black’s pawn weakness on d6.


  31...Kg6 32.Rh2 Ng7 33.Bd7!


  33.Kxd6 f5 34.Bh3 Re3⇄


  33...Re3 34.Rf2!


  The white rook may be taking up a passive position, but it also allows the king and bishop free play on the queenside.


  34...Nh5


  34...Rd3+ 35.Kc6.


  35.g4 Nf6+ 36.Kc6


  36.Kd4 Re5 37.Bf5+ Kg7.


  36...Kg7


  36...Nxd7 37.Kxd7 f5 (37...Rd3 38.Kc6 f5 39.Kb7 d5 40.cxd5!+-) 38.Kxd6 fxg4 39.fxg4 Rg3 40.b4 Rxg4 41.Rc2 Kf6 42.c5 Rd4+ 43.Kc7 bxc5 44.bxc5+-.


  37.Bf5 Ne8


  [image: image]


  38.Be4!


  White brings his bishop to the ideal central square d5, from where it dominates the whole board.


  38...Nf6 39.Bd5 Ne8


  39...Nxd5? 40.cxd5+-.


  40.b4


  40.Kd7 Kf8!;


  40.f4?! gxf4 41.Rxf4 Re7 42.b4+/=.


  40...Re7 41.Rd2 Kf8 42.Be4 Rc7+ 43.Kb5 Rc8?


  The last chance to mount a defence was 43...Ke7 44.Bd5+/-.


  
    [image: image]


    Now find a manoeuvre to transform the positional advantage into a material advantage.

  


  44.Bb7!


  White forces ...Rc7, after which the c7-square is inaccessible for the knight. After 45.Bc6 the d6 pawn will fall, leaving the way free for the passed pawn on the c-file.


  44.Bc6? Nc7+ 45.Ka4 Ke7+/=.


  44...Rc7


  44...Rb8 (or 44...Rd8) 45.Ka6+-.


  45.Bc6 Ng7


  45...Re7 46.Bxe8 Kxe8 47.Rxd6 Re3 48.c5 bxc5 49.bxc5 Rxf3 50.c6+-.


  46.Rxd6 Ke7 47.Rd2 Ne6 48.Bd5 Nf4 49.Be4 Kf6


  49...Ne6 50.a4 intending 51.a5+-.


  50.c5 bxc5 51.bxc5 Ne6 52.c6 Rc8 53.Rd7 Nc7+ 1-0


  54.Kc5 Ke6 55.Bf5+ Ke5 (55...Kf6 56.Rxc7 Rxc7 57.Kd6+-) 56.Rxf7+-.


  No. 6

  Sergio Giardelli

  Ulf Andersson


  Pinamar 2001


  English Opening


  1.c4 c5 2.g3 g6 3.Bg2 Bg7 4.Nc3 Nc6 5.Nf3 Nf6 6.d4 cxd4


  Black could transpose to a King’s Indian Defence with 6...0-0 7.0-0 d6. However, Andersson chooses the English Opening.


  7.Nxd4 0-0 8.0-0


  [image: image]


  8...Nxd4


  In fact this move appears to us to be the best one for Black. Instead, Black can also play 8...d6, which would be a pawn sacrifice for the initiative. 8...Ng4 is also possible.


  9.Qxd4 d6 10.Qd2


  Sooner or later the exposed queen will have to leave the d4-square. The text move is rarely played. 10.Qd3 is the main continuation, but 10.Bg5 and 10.Qh4 are also playable.


  10...Be6


  Black temporarily sacrifices a pawn to build up palpable pressure on the queenside.


  10...Rb8 11.b3 Be6 12.Bb2 Qa5 13.Rad1 Rfc8 14.e4 a6 15.Rfe1 b5⇄.


  11.Bxb7 Rb8 12.Bg2


  12.Bd5 Nxd5 13.Nxd5 Qd7 14.e4 Rfc8 15.Qe2 Bxd5 16.cxd5 Qb5 17.Qxb5 Rxb5 18.Rb1 Rc2 19.Bg5 f6 20.Be3 a5 21.Bd4 f5 22.a4 Rb3=, Kortchnoi-Geller, Leningrad 1963.


  12...Bxc4 13.b3 Be6


  13...Nd5!? 14.Nxd5 (14.Bb2 Nxc3 15.Bxc3 Bxc3 16.Qxc3 Bxe2-/+) 14...Bxd5 15.Bb2=.


  14.Bb2 Qa5 15.Rfd1 Rfc8=


  [image: image]


  Black has comfortable play and pressure on the queenside.


  15...Qh5 16.Ne4 Nxe4 17.Bxe4 Bxb2 18.Qxb2 Qa5 19.Rac1 Rfc8 20.h4 h5 21.Bf3 Qb4=, Karlsson-Engqvist, Lindesberg 1993.


  16.Nd5


  This move is logical – White would like to exchange as much material as possible and neutralise Black’s pressure.


  16.Ne4 Qxd2 17.Rxd2 Nxe4 18.Bxe4 Bxb2 19.Rxb2 Kg7 20.Kf1 Kf6 21.Ke1 Bf5 22.Bxf5 Kxf5 23.Kd2 d5 24.Rd1 e5 25.Rc2 Rxc2+ 26.Kxc2 d4 27.Kd2 Ke6 28.Rc1 Kd6 29.Kd3 f5 was seen in Sukuba-Matejov, Slovakia 1996/97.


  16...Qxd2 17.Nxf6+


  17.Rxd2? Bxd5 18.Bxd5 Nxd5 19.Bxg7 Kxg7 20.Rxd5 Rc2-/+.


  17...Bxf6 18.Rxd2 Bxb2 19.Rxb2 a5=/+


  [image: image]


  Black can be happy with the result of the opening. Here, White does have the so-called queenside pawn majority, but in this specific position the pawns on a2 and b3 are being put under pressure by the bishop on e6 and the rook on b8. Black has at his disposal the unpleasant lever ...a5-a4 and last but not least Black is safely dominating the c-file. All this together means a slight but lasting advantage for Black.


  20.Rd2 Rb4


  Black would like to go on to play ...a5-a4 and in the long term win a pawn on the queenside. After that he would obtain an endgame with 5 pawns against 4 on the kingside.


  20...Rc5 21.Rad1 Rb4 22.Bd5.


  21.Bd5


  A logical defensive move: the white bishop is not achieving much on the h1-a8 diagonal, whereas the black one is fulfilling an important function in conjunction with the planned pawn lever ...a5-a4.


  21...Bxd5 22.Rxd5 a4 23.Rd3?!


  23.bxa4 Rxa4 24.Rd2=/+.


  23...Rc2


  The penetration of a rook to the 2nd rank is usually strong in a rook ending. The b3 and a2 pawns are under pressure and constitute the first weakness.


  24.Kf1


  Or 24.e3 Rb2 25.bxa4 Rxa4 26.a3 Rc4=/+.


  
    [image: image]


    After the text move, how can Black exploit his more active rooks and improve his position?

  


  24...Re4!


  Black provokes the move 25.e3, which means a weakening of the 2nd rank for White.


  25.e3


  25.Re3? Rxe3 26.fxe3 axb3 (26...a3!?) 27.axb3 Rc3-/+.


  25...Rb4 26.h4 Rb2


  He is now threatening to win a pawn.


  27.bxa4 Rxa4 28.a3 Rc4


  We can now see the idea behind the move 24...Re4!. The threat is 29...Rcc2 with an immediate win.


  29.Kg2 Rcc2 30.Rf1 Ra2


  And now the rook manoeuvre ...Rc5-Ra5 is threatened, winning a pawn.


  31.Kf3 Rc5 32.g4


  [image: image]


  There are already several possibilities for Black to hold on to his advantage in the rook ending. Which continuation do you think looks best?


  32...h5!


  An instructive moment. White’s pawn structure is decisively weakened by this lever. The white h4 pawn is thematically fixed where it is and now represents the second weakness which is required for the win. 32...Ra5 or 32...f5 were also good alternatives, e.g. 32...Ra5 33.g5 R5xa3 34.Rxa3 Rxa3 35.Rb1=/+.


  33.Rg1 Kg7 34.gxh5 Rxh5


  A rook ending with 4 pawns on each side is usually drawn, but here White must be rueing his two weaknesses: the a3 pawn and the h4 pawn.


  35.Rg4 Rf5+


  35...Ra5-/+.


  36.Rf4 Ra5 37.Re4 Kf6 38.Rf4+ Ke6 39.Rdd4 R2xa3


  39...R5xa3? 40.Rde4+ +/-.


  40.Rde4+ Re5 41.Rxe5+ dxe5-/+


  Black is a pawn up and the h4 pawn is weak.


  42.Rb4 f6 43.Rb7?!


  43.Kg3 Kf5-/+.


  43...Ra4 44.Kg3


  44.e4-/+.


  44...f5 45.Rb6+ Kf7 46.Kh3 Rg4!


  [image: image]


  With this move Black provokes 47.f3, after which the e3 pawn is a further problem.


  47.f3 Rc4 48.Rb3 e4 49.fxe4?


  The more resilient defence was 49.f4. But after 49...Rc2 50.Kg3 Re2 51.Ra3 Kg7 52.Rc3 Kh6 53.Rb3 Kh5 54.Rc3 Re1 55.Kf2 Rb1 56.Kg3 Rf1-+ the principle of the two weaknesses once more comes to the fore in the form of the e3 pawn and the h4 pawn. White gets into a zugzwang.


  49...Rxe4-+ 50.Ra3 Kg7


  And White resigned – there is nothing he can do against ...Kh6-h5.


  CHAPTER 2


  AN ADVANTAGE IN SPACE


  It is generally an advantage to be in control of more space. The side with the spatial advantage can manoeuvre its pieces from one side of the board to the other without hindrance. This can be evaluated as particularly positive when it is possible to inflict extra weaknesses on the opponent. In this case the player with the advantage in space is in a position to direct his pieces from the siege of one weakness to the attack on another, whereas the player who is at a disadvantage in terms of space, just like in the previous chapter ‘Playing against two weaknesses’, has great difficulties in co-ordinating his defence.


  Usually the side with the space advantage should be concentrating on exchanging as few pieces as possible so that he can control the space behind his lines because if he is over-extended, as for example in the Hedgehog after playing f4 and g4, then his own king will be susceptible to counter-attacks (e.g. breakthroughs with...d5 and ...b5). It can especially be seen that White’s advantage in space is intrinsically only a minimal advantage, if Black adopts the sort of elastic position usually seen in the Hedgehog and at the same time has no pawn weaknesses.


  In Andersson’s games it is frequently the case that after the exchange of queens he exploits the space he has gained in the endgame. It is noticeably easier for the side with the advantage in space to limit the opponent’s counterplay in the endgame, because the king is in less danger than it is with queens on the board. The game Andersson-Gaprindashvili is a model for the exploitation of a space advantage in the endgame, and another example is the encounter Bischoff-Andersson, in which Black already cashes in on his spatial advantage in the middlegame with a powerful advance on the kingside which obtains a winning protected passed pawn on e3.


  The game Andersson-Brynell was a Benoni. What is characteristic of this structure is that right in the opening White has at his disposal an advantage in space in the centre as a result of the advance d4-d5. The pawn on d5 cuts the board into two halves.


  In his game against Gisbrecht, as a result of several mistakes by Black in the opening, Andersson managed to secure himself a lasting advantage in space, by posting a pawn on c5, which above all reduced his opponent’s light-squared bishop to an eternally bad piece. As the game went on he succeeded in superb fashion in transforming his spatial advantage into a clearly advantageous, aesthetically pleasing bishop ending. Black resigned before he got into a hopeless zugzwang position.


  The game against Bunzmann stands out for its long manoeuvring phase in which White has a permanent structural advantage, which he goes on to exploit in the endgame.


  No. 7

  Ulf Andersson

  Nona Gaprindashvili


  Hoogovens Wijk aan Zee 1979

  English Opening


  1.Nf3 Nf6 2.c4 c5 3.g3 b6 4.Bg2 Bb7 5.0-0 e6 6.Nc3 Be7 7.d4 cxd4 8.Qxd4 Nc6


  In our chapter devoted to the special theme of the ‘Struggle against the Hedgehog’ we introduce games which go on from here with the usual continuation 8...d6. Another way to treat the Hedgehog System is 8...Nc6.


  9.Qf4 a6


  9...0-0 10.Rd1 Qb8 11.e4 d6 12.b3 a6 13.Bb2 Qc7 14.h3 Rac8 15.Qe3 was played in Kramnik-Leko, Budapest 2001.


  10.Rd1 d6 11.b3 Qc7 12.Ba3


  [image: image]


  As always, Andersson plays simple and targeted chess. He exerts pressure against the d6-pawn and will later introduce an exchanging combination by means of e4-e5, after which he obtains a slight endgame advantage.


  12...Rd8 13.Rd2 0-0 14.Rad1 Ne8


  14...Nh5 15.Qe3 Nf6 16.Na4 b5 17.Qb6 Qxb6 18.Nxb6 Ne4 19.Nd4 Na7 20.Bxe4 Bxe4 21.cxb5 axb5 22.f3 Bg6 23.Rc1+/= in Wojtkiewicz-Spraggett, Metz 1997.


  15.e4 Ba8


  A good alternative is 15...Ne5, in order to prevent a future e4-e5.


  16.Qe3 Nf6 17.h3


  This prevents ...Ng4 and thus prepares e4-e5.


  17...Rfe8 18.e5 dxe5 19.Bxe7 Rxd2 20.Rxd2 Rxe7 21.Nxe5 Qxe5


  It would have been better to keep the queens on the board: 21...Nxe5 22.Bxa8 Rd7 23.Bg2+/=. White’s advantage in space and the pawn majority on the queenside are more easily exploited in the endgame.


  22.Qxe5 Nxe5 23.Bxa8 Rd7 24.Rxd7 Nexd7


  24...Nfxd7 25.Kf1 g5 26.Ke2 h5 27.f4 gxf4 28.gxf4 Ng6 29.Ke3+/=.


  
    [image: image]


    The next move is both prophylactic and also decisive for the future course of this endgame. What does White play?

  


  25.f4!+/=


  25.f4 makes it possible for White to march his king to d4. This, in conjunction with the queenside pawn majority and a bishop which is controlling a lot of important squares, results in a significant endgame advantage.


  In addition, White prevents the possible counter-thrust ...g5!, which would make White’s kingside expansion difficult.


  25...Kf8 26.Kf2 Ke7 27.Ke3 Kd6 28.b4 Kc7 29.Bf3!


  Prepares the advance g4-g5 and also prevents ...Nh5.


  29...Ne8 30.g4 h6


  30...Nd6 31.Kd4 e5+ 32.fxe5 Nxc4 33.Nd5+ Kd8 34.Be2 Ncxe5 35.Bxa6+/-.


  31.Kd4


  The white king controls more space and the pawns are controlling all the possible knight outposts on the 5th rank. White would like to create a passed pawn with c4-c5.


  31...Nd6 32.a3 Nc8


  32...e5+ 33.fxe5 Nxc4 34.Nd5+ Kb8 35.Be2 Ncxe5 36.Bxa6+/= / +/-.


  33.Ne4 Ne7 34.c5


  [image: image]


  34...bxc5+


  34...e5+ 35.fxe5 Nc6+ 36.Ke3 bxc5 37.bxc5 Ncxe5 38.Be2 a5 39.Kd4 Nc6+ 40.Kd5 Ne7+ 41.Kc4+/-.


  35.Nxc5!+/- Nxc5 36.Kxc5


  White has extended his advantage in space by simple measures. After the forced exchange on c5 White now threatens 37.Be2 Kb7 38.Kd6+-. There is only one defence.


  36...Ng6 37.f5 Ne5


  37...Nf4 38.h4 exf5 39.gxf5 g6 40.f6 Ne6+ 41.Kd5+/-.


  38.Be2 Nd7+ 39.Kd4 Kb6


  After 39...exf5 40.Bxa6 fxg4 41.hxg4 the two connected passed pawns and the superior bishop will decide the game.


  40.fxe6 fxe6 41.Bc4 Nf8


  41...e5+ 42.Kd5 a5 43.Kd6+-.


  42.Ke5 a5 43.bxa5+ Kxa5


  
    [image: image]


    In view of his centralised king and his bishop White has a winning advantage. Find the most precise way to win!

  


  44.Bd3!+-


  This takes away Black’s final hope, that of putting up a more resilient defence with 44...Ng6+.


  44.Bxe6 Ng6+ 45.Ke4 Ka4+/-.


  44...Nd7+ 45.Kd6


  45.Kxe6?? Nc5+=.


  45...Nb6 46.Kxe6 g5


  [image: image]


  47.Bf1!


  Once more extremely precise. White draws the teeth from the manoeuvre ...Nd5-f4.


  Not 47.Kf6 Nd5+ 48.Kf5 (after 48.Kg7 Nf4 49.Kxh6 Nxh3 50.Bc2 Kb5 51.a4+ Kb4 or 49.Bf1 h5 the position is drawn) 48...Nf4 49.Bf1 Ka4 50.h4 Nd5 with technical problems.


  47...Ka4 48.Kf5 Nd5 49.Kg6 Ne3 50.Kxh6 Nxf1 51.Kxg5 Ne3 52.h4 1-0


  No. 8

  Klaus Bischoff

  Ulf Andersson


  Dortmund 1987

  Réti Opening


  1.c4 Nf6 2.Nf3 e6 3.g3 d5 4.Bg2 Be7 5.0-0 0-0 6.b3


  White chooses the strategically complicated Réti Opening. A good alternative is 6.d4, transposing to the Catalan.


  6...c5 7.Bb2 b6 8.e3 Bb7 9.Qe2 Nbd7 10.d3 Qc7 11.Nc3 Rad8 12.e4


  12.Rad1 Rfe8 13.Nh4 a6 14.f4 d4! 15.exd4 cxd4 16.Ne4 Nc5 17.Ng5 b5! with unclear play in Garcia Palermo-Slipak, Villa Gesell 1996;


  12.Rfd1 Qb8 13.cxd5 Nxd5 14.Nxd5 Bxd5 15.e4 Bb7 16.d4 is also unclear, Contin-Arlandi, Reggio Emilia 1994/95.


  12...d4


  [image: image]


  The logical counter! Black is playing for a spatial advantage in the centre. The bishop is now badly placed on b2.


  13.Nd1


  There is perhaps a better continuation with 13.Nb1, intending to transfer the knight to d2.


  13...g6!


  Black is already preparing far ahead of time for the advance ...f5. The idea is ...Nh5-g7 in order to support ...f5.


  14.Ne1 e5 15.Bh3 Nh5! 16.Bc1 Ng7 17.f4?!


  After the standard counter-thrust 17...f5 the white pieces on the back rank will be uncoordinated. Black is exerting pressure on the central points e4 and f4, whereas White is frantically trying to co-ordinate his pieces. So White would have done better to wait and see, playing 17.Bh
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  No. 9

  Ulf Andersson

  Stellan Brynell
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  No. 10

  Ulf Andersson

  Ewgeni Gisbrecht
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  No. 11

  Ulf Andersson

  Dimitrij Bunzmann
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  A SHORT BIOGRAPHY OF ULF ANDERSSON


  Ulf Andersson was born on the 27th June 1951 in Väster-/+s/Sweden.


  He gained the title of champion of Sweden in 1969. In 1970 he was awarded the title of International Master by the world chess federation FIDE. In 1972 he went on to acquire the title of International Grandmaster.


  From 1972 till 1982 he was almost always in the Top 10 of the world ranking list.


  His greatest tournament successes are:


  
    

    
      	1st place

      	Göteborg 1971
    


    
      	2nd place

      	German Open Championship Dortmund 1973
    


    
      	1st place

      	Camagüey 1974
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Zonal Tournament Pula 1975
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Geneva 1977
    


    
      	1st place

      	Dortmund 1978
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Polanica Zdroj 1978
    


    
      	1st place

      	Buenos Aires 1978
    


    
      	1st place

      	Hastings 1978/79
    


    
      	2nd place

      	German Open Championship Munich 1979
    


    
      	1st place

      	Hastings 1979/80
    


    
      	1st place

      	Hastings 1980/81
    


    
      	1st place

      	Johannesburg 1981
    


    
      	1st place

      	London 1982
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Turin 1982
    


    
      	1st place

      	Wijk aan Zee 1983
    


    
      	1st place

      	Rome 1985
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Sarajevo 1985
    


    
      	1st place

      	Rio de Janeiro 1985
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Rome 1986
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Dortmund 1987
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Bilbao 1987
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Biel 1990
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Ter Apel 1994
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Ter Apel 1995
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Malmö 1995
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Benasque 1995
    


    
      	1st place

      	Ter Apel 1996
    


    
      	1st place

      	Prague 1996
    


    
      	1st place

      	Bar 1997
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Pamplona 1997/98
    


    
      	2nd place

      	Helsingör 1999
    


    
      	1st place

      	Pinamar 2001
    

  


  Matches:


  Stock holm 1975: Andersson-Larsen 5½:2½


  Malmö 1983: Andersson-Tal 3:3


  Belgrade 1985: Andersson-Kasparov 2:4


  Szirák 1990: Andersson-Sax 2:2


  Andersson was nominated in 1984 to be top board in the match ‘USSR versus the Rest of the World’. In it he was only just defeated by Anatoly Karpov with 1½:2½.


  From season 1998/99 till 2006/07 Andersson played in the 1st division of the German Bundesliga for SG Porz. His best result was scored in 1999/2000 with 8 points from 10 games.


  In recent years Ulf Andersson has devoted himself more and more to correspondence chess. In that discipline in 2002 he reached first place in the world ranking list and at the same time the record rating of Elo 2805.


  QUOTES ABOUT ULF ANDERSSON


  A great endgame master


  ‘The Swedish grandmaster Ulf Andersson is rightly considered one of the greatest endgame artists and specialists. It can happen that a superficial consideration of the endgames played by Andersson may give the impression that the results were in many cases decided by mistakes on the part of his opponents. But what must be remembered is that in his day the commentators on Tal’s wins also sought to explain them away in similar fashion, as he achieved his victories with successful combinatory whirlwinds. It took careful analysis to make it clear that his opponents’ errors were inextricably linked to the numerous and difficult problems which Tal was in the habit of setting them. It seems to me that things are pretty much exactly the same in the matter of Andersson’s endgame artistry. Hidden behind a veil of apparently unambitious moves, this endgame artistry reveals itself as subtle and profound, with the result that it is far from simple to decipher with total certainty all his plans and ulterior motives.’


  Mark Dvoretsky, Secrets of Chess Training


  ‘Me and my good friend, another future grandmaster Valery Loginov, spent countless hours analysing Ulf Andersson’s endgames to the bone. We wished every game of ours would start from his favourite position arising after 1.Nf3 Nf6 2.c4 c5 (or 2...g6, doesn’t matter) 3.Nc3 d5 4.cxd5 Nxd5 5.e4 Nxc3 6.dxc3 Qxd1+ 7.Kxd1. Ulf was our cult figure, we’d give anything to become like him. I guess, we were a bit simplistic in our definition of his style, but it’s the result that counted. The hard work in the endgame area began to pay off, and by 1980 I established myself on a 2400 FIDE level.’


  Alex Yermolinsky, The Road to Chess Improvement


  In a class of his own


  ‘We do not have a player like him in the Soviet Union.’


  Lev Polugaevsky, full of admiration on having watched Andersson analysing
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