
Analytical Notes, Corrections, and 
Enhancements 
 
by Taylor Kingston 
 
The games and note variations in 15 
Contenders for the World Title were 
converted to algebraic notation using 
ChessBase, with the analysis engine Rybka 3 
UCI running in the background. During this 
process much of the book’s analysis came to 
be compared to Rybka’s. On the whole, 
Najdorf’s judgment was upheld much more 
often than not, but like a football referee 
overruled by instant replay, even an all-time 
great GM will sometimes be proven wrong by 
the relentlessly objective scrutiny of a lidless 
silicon eye.  
 
We present here the corrections, additions and 
enhancements thus revealed that we consider 
significant: not minor half-pawn differences, 
but cases where an important tactical shot was 
missed, where a resource that could have 
changed a loss to a draw or win was 
overlooked, where a good move was called 
bad (or vice versa), or where a position was 
misevaluated. Also some cases where there 
was no mistake, but an especially interesting 
variation, or a much stronger one, was not 
pointed out.  
 
In some cases we also checked Najdorf and 
Rybka against Bronstein’s Zurich 
International Chess Tournament 1953 and 
Euwe’s Schach-Elite im Kampf. Sometimes 
the Russian or Dutch GM saw something 
Najdorf did not, but it was surprising how 
often Rybka found something all three had 
missed. That we found instances where 
Bronstein and/or Euwe were correct should 
not be taken as meaning their analysis is 
superior. There are undoubtedly instances 
where Najdorf was right and they were wrong, 
but these would be discovered only by 
systematically examining the Bronstein and 
Euwe books, something beyond our scope 
here.    
 
Numbers given with some variations represent 
Rybka’s evaluation of the position, e.g. +3.50 
for a position where Rybka considers White 
better by 3½ pawns (or the equivalent), or -
3.50 for one favoring Black to the same 
extent. These numbers may vary some from 
one machine to another, or with the length of 
time allowed for analysis, but are generally 
valid and reliable.      
 
The one area where analysis engines are 
sometimes suspect is the endgame. In such 
cases we consulted Dr. Stephen B. Dowd, a 
published study composer and endgame 
expert, for whose help we are most grateful.  
 
We do not claim the list below is 
comprehensive; not every variation of every 
game was examined. Nor do we claim it is 
inerrant; though today’s engines are very 
strong, they can miss things beyond their 
analytical horizon. The interested reader is 
encouraged to examine further on his own. 
 

Game 1, Taimanov-Bronstein: At White’s 14th 
move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{Dw1n0pgp} 
{rDw0whpD} 
{Dw0PDwDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwHwDNDw} 
{P)wDQ)P)} 
{$wGw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Najdorf (and Euwe) gives 14.e5 dxe5 
15.Nxe5 Nxd5 (Bronstein prefers 
15...Nxe5=) 16.Nxg6 Re6 as winning for 
Black: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{Dw1n0pgp} 
{wDwDrDND} 
{Dw0nDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwHwDwDw} 
{P)wDQ)P)} 
{$wGw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
However, this would lose to 17.Nxd5!, when 
if 17...Rxe2 18.Rxe2! and Black must give 
back the queen to avoid mate: 18...Qd8 
19.Ndxe7+ Qxe7 19.Nxe7+i. Correct after 
16.Nxg6? (better 16.Nxf7r) is 16...Bxc3! 
17.Nxe7+ Nxe7 18.bxc3 Re6 with some 
advantage for Black.  
 
Game 2, Najdorf-Reshevsky: At White’s 20th, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{0w1wDp0p} 
{wDbDphwD} 
{hw0wDwDw} 
{PDPDwDwD} 
{Gw!w)NDw} 
{wDwDB)P)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the note reads “Not 20.Bxc5 because of 
20...Ne4 21.Qd4 Nb3 22.Bd6 Nxd4 
23.Bxc7 Nxe2+ 24.Kf1 N2c3 winning.” 
However, White need not play 22.Bd6??; 
instead he has 22.Qe5!, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{0w1wDp0p} 
{wDbDpDwD} 
{DwGw!wDw} 
{PDPDnDwD} 
{DnDw)NDw} 
{wDwDB)P)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and after 22...Qxe5 23.Nxe5 Bxa2 24.Bxa7 
he remains a pawn up with good prospects. 
Euwe makes the same error, while Bronstein 
does not examine 20.Bxc5.   
 
Game 5, Szabó-Geller: At this point in 
variation (c) of the note to White’s 17th,  
 
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDw4kD} 
{DwDn1p0p} 
{wDwDpDwD} 
{Dp)wDwDw} 
{w!wDwDwD} 
{DwDwDb)w} 
{PDwDP)B)} 
{$w$wDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
22.exf3, while not at all bad, perhaps does not 
deserve the exclamation mark given it. White 
can gain an equal if not greater advantage by 
22.Bxf3 Rxc5 23.Rxc5 Qxc5 24.Qxc5 Nxc5 
25.Bc6 Rb8 (if 25...b4 26.Rc1 Na6 27.Bb5 
Nb8 28.Rc4) 26.Rc1 Na6 27.Bxb5,    
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{DwDwDp0p} 
{nDwDpDwD} 
{DBDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{PDwDP)w)} 
{Dw$wDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when White’s passed a-pawn spells Black’s 
doom. 
 
Game 6, Euwe-Kotov: The note to Black’s 
24th overlooks a move that may overturn its 
verdict.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDbDpDp} 
{Qhw0wDpD} 
{Hw0PDwDw} 
{wDwDwgwD} 
{DwDwDqDP} 
{w)wDwDwD} 
{$wDNDKDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rather than 32.Nf2 as in the note, better is 
32.Kg1!, when about the only winning try for 
Black is 32...Qg3+ 33.Kf1 Bxh3+ 34.Rxh3 
Qxh3+ 35.Ke1 Qh1+ 36.Qf1 Bg3+ 37.Ke2 
Qe4+ 38.Ne3 Nxd5 39.Ra3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{Hw0nDwDw} 
{wDwDqDwD} 
{$wDwHwgw} 
{w)wDKDwD} 
{DwDwDQDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
leading to an unclear position where Black 
has four pawns for a rook and can force a 
draw at will, but there is no win on the 
horizon.  
 
Game 7, Stahlberg-Boleslavsky: In the final 
note, Black appears to have more choice than 
Najdorf believed, and what he considered the 
one saving move might not have saved Black. 
The crucial position comes after 49.h5 Ne6 
50.Ng3: 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DpDw!bDp} 
{wDpDnDkD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{pDwDwDP)} 
{)wDwDwHw} 
{wDwDw1BI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Pronouncing 50...h6 the only move to hold 
the draw, Najdorf examined only 51.h5+ and 
51.Nf5, disregarding 51.Qxb7!? Nd4 (not 
51...c5?! 52.h5+ Kh7 53.Qe4+ Kg8 54.Nf5 
Qd2 55.Qxa4) 52.Kh3, when White can still 
try to win. Much safer is 50…b5!, retaining an 
important pawn but still leaving White no way 
to break through, e.g. 51.h5+ Kg7 52.Nf5+ 
Kg8=. 
 
Game 9, Geller-Euwe: In the final note, 
Najdorf’s disclaimer about human fallibility 
might seem a cop-out, but Rybka corroborates 
his reluctance to pronounce any final verdict 
on the position after Black’s 23rd move. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDw!} 
{0bDpDk0w} 
{wDwDq0wG} 
{DpDwDwDw} 
{wDw)wDw$} 
{)wDwDwHw} 
{wDrDwDP)} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Bondarevsky’s find 24.d5!! is indeed White’s 
only playable move, after which his 
continuation 24...Bxd5 25.Rd1 Rxg2+ 
26.Kf1 is virtually forced. 
 
 
 
 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDw!} 
{0wDpDk0w} 
{wDwDq0wG} 
{DpDbDwDw} 
{wDwDwDw$} 
{)wDwDwHw} 
{wDwDwDr)} 
{DwDRDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Now there are two main branches, (a) Euwe’s 
26...gxh6, and (b) Bondarevsky’s 26...Ra2: 
 
(a) Euwe gave 26...gxh6 27.Rxd5 Qxd5 
28.Re4 Ng7 as winning for Black, but as 
Najdorf noted White can improve with 
27.Qxh6! Ng7 28.Rd2, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDpDkhw} 
{wDwDq0w!} 
{DpDbDwDw} 
{wDwDwDw$} 
{)wDwDwHw} 
{wDw$wDr)} 
{DwDwDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

a position Rybka evaluates as virtually even 
and for which it reaches no conclusion. Black 
can force a draw with 28...Qc6 29.Rxg2 
Bxg2+ 30.Kg1 Bd5, or try 28...Rxd2 
29.Qxd2 with the faintest chances (-0.01). 
(b) After 26...Ra2 27.Bd2  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDw!} 
{0wDpDk0w} 
{wDwDq0wD} 
{DpDbDwDw} 
{wDwDwDw$} 
{)wDwDwHw} 
{rDwGwDw)} 
{DwDRDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the position is almost, but not quite, a forced 
draw. Dubious then is 27...Rxa3? 28.Rd4! 
(threatening 29.Qh5+), viz. 28...Qe5 29.Bf4 
Rf3+ 30.Kg1 Rxf4 31.Rxf4 Qxf4 32.Qh5+ 
Kf8 33.Rxd5 and White’s extra rook should 
win. Therefore necessary is 27...Bc4+, when 
(b1) if 28.Kf2  
  (b1a) a draw by repetition might be reached 
by 28...Qb6+ 29.Kf3 Bd5+ 30.Ke2 Bc4+ 
etc., or 
  (b1b) Black could try for more with the long, 
more or less forced line 29...Rxa3+!? 30.Kg2 
Bd5+ 31.Ne4 Qc6 (if 31...Qe6 32.Qh5+ g6 
33.Qh7+ Ng7 34.Re1 f5?! 35.Bh6) 32.Qh5+ 
(32.Qh7? Ra4) 32...g6 33.Qh7+ Ng7 34.Re1 
Ra4 35.Rg4 (if 35.Bh6 Bxe4+ 36.Rhxe4 
Rxe4 37.Qxg7+ Ke6o, showing the 
difference between this line and 31...Qe6) 
35…f5 36.Bc3 (forced) 36...Qxc3 37.Qxg6+ 
Ke7 38.Qg5+ Ke8 39.Qg6+ Kd8 40.Qg5+ 
Kc8 41.Rc1 Bxe4+ 42.Rxe4 Ra2+ 43.Kg1 
Rc2 44.Rxc2 Qxc2, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDkDwDwD} 
{0wDpDwhw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DpDwDp!w} 
{wDwDRDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDqDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
 
reaching a wildly imbalanced position on 
which Rybka can reach no clear verdict (about 
-0.21). 
(b2) Or, White could try for more with 
28.Rxc4 Qxc4+ 29.Ke1 Qe6+ 30.Kf1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDw!} 
{0wDpDk0w} 
{wDwDq0wD} 
{DpDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{)wDwDwHw} 
{rDwGwDw)} 
{DwDRDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
hoping to make his extra piece count before 
Black’s pawns do. 
 
The only definite things one can say about the 
position after 23...Rc2 are that (1) 
Bondarevsky’s 24.d5!! was best and 
absolutely necessary, (2) Euwe’s claim that 
Black then still had a forced win was 

mistaken, and (3) most of the attempts to 
avoid a draw create variations that are double-
edged and razor-sharp, with little or no margin 
for error by either side.  
 
Game 19, Euwe-Smyslov: In the note to 
Black’s 26th move, in the variation 26...Qa6+ 
27.Kg1 Bxd4 28.Qxd4+ f6  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4w4wDwi} 
{0wDNDwDp} 
{qDwDw0pD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{Phw!wDwD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Najdorf gives both 29.Nxb8 and 29.Qf4 as 
good for White, considering the latter the 
better move. This is incorrect. After 29.Nxb8! 
Rxd4 30.Nxa6 Nxa6 31.Re1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwi} 
{0wDwDwDp} 
{nDwDw0pD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDw4wDwD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White is up a pawn with good winning 
chances, whereas after 29.Qf4?! Rbc8,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDr4wDwi} 
{0wDNDwDp} 
{qDwDw0pD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PhwDw!wD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
he has only a choice between forcing a draw 
by 30.Bb7 Qxb7 31.Qxf6+ Kg8 32.Qe6+ 
Kh8 etc., or 30.Nxf6 Qd6 entering an unclear 
two-pawns-up exchange-down ending. 
 
Further on, at move 37, it is worth noting that 
in time pressure Black missed an immediate 
win. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{DwDwDwDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{0wDqDwDw} 
{PhwDwDQ)} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)wD} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Smyslov played 37...Qf3, missing the 
decisive 37...Nd3!, after which White cannot 
adequately defend f2, viz. 38.Rd2 and Black 
can either increase the pressure with the 
unanswerable 38...Qc5, or liquidate to a won 
ending with 38...Rxf2! 39.Rxf2 Qh1+ 
40.Kxh1 Nxf2+ 41.Kg2 Nxg4. This went 
unnoticed by Najdorf, Bronstein and Euwe.  



 
Game 21, Boleslavsky-Kotov: Both notes at 
move 15 have errors. At White’s 15th move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1w4kD} 
{DbDwgp0p} 
{pDwDphwD} 
{DpDPDwGw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DnHwDNDw} 
{P)wDQ)P)} 
{DwDR$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the note says 15.axb3 (in lieu of the text 
15.dxe6) would have been very good, but in 
fact after 15.axb3 Nxd5 16.Bxe7 Nxc3 
17.bxc3 Qxe7 White has simply lost a pawn 
for little if any compensation. 
 
Far more serious is the mistake at Black’s 
15th. After 15.dxe6 Bxf3, contrary to 
Najdorf’s recommendation of 16.Qxf3, best 
by far is 16.exf7+!, since after 16...Kh8,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1w4wi} 
{DwDwgP0p} 
{pDwDwhwD} 
{DpDwDwGw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DnHwDbDw} 
{P)wDQ)P)} 
{DwDR$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than Najdorf’s 17.Qxf3, White has 
17.Rxd8! winning, viz. 17...Bxe2 18.Rxa8 
Rxa8 19.Rxe2 Bf8 (if 19...Rf8 20.Rxe7) 
20.Bxf6 gxf6 21.Re8i. Both Bronstein and 
Euwe give the correct line. 
 
Game 26, Bronstein-Averbakh: In the note to 
White’s 21st move, variation (a) goes wrong 
on the last move. After 21.h3 d4 22.exd4 Qf4 
23.g3 Nxg3 24.fxg3,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{b4wDrDkD} 
{DwDwDp0p} 
{pDwgwDwD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{NDw)w1wD} 
{DwDQDB)P} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{Dw$RGwIw} 
vllllllllV 
rather than the mere win of a pawn by 
24...Qxf3 as given, Black has the immediately 
decisive 24...Rxe1+! 25.Rxe1 Qxg3+ 26.Kf1 
Bxf3, and mate can be prevented only at 
ruinous material loss. 
 
Game 29, Petrosian-Taimanov: The note to 
White’s 21st move goes quickly astray in its 
analysis of the line 21.Rc3 Qxd4. 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwhkD} 
{0bDwDpgp} 
{w0pDwDwD} 
{DwDwDQDw} 
{wDw1PDwD} 
{DP$wDwDw} 
{PGwDw)P)} 
{DwDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

Rather than 22.Ba1, which allows 22...Qd8 
with equality, White does much better with 
22.Rf3! Qxb2 23.Qxf7+ Kh8 24.Qxb7 Rd8 
(if 24...Re8 25.Qxc6) 25.Qxa7, with a rook 
and three pawns for bishop and knight.  
 
Game 30, Averbakh-Gligoric: 26.Qb3 is not 
the terrible error Najdorf makes it out to be; in 
fact Rybka considers it the best move on the 
board. After Black’s reply 26...Nf6,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDrDkD} 
{Dp1bDpgw} 
{nDp0whpD} 
{DwDwDPDp} 
{w)PDPDwD} 
{0QHwHw)w} 
{PDw$wGB)} 
{DRDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rybka, Bronstein and Euwe agree that with 
27.Rbd1! (rather than 27.fxg6?!) White would 
still have enjoyed a definite advantage (about 
+0.85).    
 
Game 31, Szabó-Bronstein: In a game as wild 
as this, it’s not surprising to find a number of 
errors both on the board and in the notes. At 
move 31, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDrDkD} 
{0bDn)pDw} 
{wDqDwDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{N0wDpDwD} 
{DwGwDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBD} 
{Dw!RDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the strongest move goes unmentioned, i.e. 
31.Qf4!, with these main possibilities. (a) 
31...bxc3 32.Qxf7+ Kh8 33.Rf4 Nf6 
34.Bxe4i; (b) 31...f6 32.Qh6 Rxe7 
33.Rxd7 Qxd7 34.Bxf6 Rg7 35.Nc5i, or 
(c) 31.Qf4 Rxe7 32.Bxb4 Rae8 33.Bxe7 
Rxe7 34.Qd6i. 
 
This is only a minor analytical omission, since 
the move actually played, 31.Bxb4, also wins. 
However, the note at White’s 33rd move has 
more serious errors, of both omission and 
commission.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{0bDn4pDw} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{qDwDpDwD} 
{DwGwDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBD} 
{Dw!RDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Firstly, 33.Rxd7, which is claimed to win 
brilliantly, does not. After 33.Rxd7 Rxd7 
34.Qh6 Rd4 35.Qf4,  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{0bDwDpDw} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{qDw4p!wD} 
{DwGwDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBD} 
{DwDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 35...Qd7 as given, Black has 
35...Qc4! when there is no win in sight, viz. 
36.b3 Qd5 37.Qf6 Rd8, or 36.Qf6 Rad8 
37.Rf4 R8d6 38.Qe7 Bc6 39.Qxa7 Qd5 
40.Kh2 (if 40.Bxd4 Qxd4+ 41.Qxd4 Rxd4 
42.Rf1 f5u) 40...f5 41.Bxd4 Qxd4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{!wDwDwDw} 
{wDb4wDpD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDw1p$wD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
reaching a highly imbalanced position in 
which no clear win for either side can be 
calculated. 
 
What does clearly win at move 33 is 33.Qg5! 
(recommended by Bronstein), 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{0bDn4pDw} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DwDwDw!w} 
{qDwDpDwD} 
{DwGwDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBD} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
viz.(a) 33...f6 34.Rxd7!! fxg5 35.Rxe7 with a 
murderous windmill: 35...Bd5 36.Rg7+ Kh8 
37.Rxa7+ etc; or (b) 33...Rae8 34.Rxd7! 
Qxd7 35.Qf6 Re5 36.Bxe5 Rxe5 
37.Qxe5i; or (c) 33...Re6 34.Qh6 Ne5 
35.Rd6!! Qc4 (if 35...Rxd6 36.Bxe5 also) 
36.Bxe5 Rxe5 37.Rxg6+! fxg6 38.Qxg6+ 
Kh8 39.Qf6+ Kh7 40.Qxe5i.  
 
Finally, at Black’s 37th move, just after White 
missed a forced mate,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDqDkD} 
{0bDw4pDw} 
{wDwDwDp!} 
{DwDwhwDw} 
{wDwDpDw$} 
{Dw4wDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBD} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 37...f6? as in the game, Black 
might still have salvaged a draw with 37...f5!, 
e.g. 37...f5 38.bxc3 Kf7! (only move) 39.Rd6 
Qg8 and White cannot break in.  
 
The key difference between 37...f6? and 
37...f5! is seen in the continuation 38.Rd6. In 



the former case, after 38.Rd6 Rg7 39.Qh8+ 
Kf7, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDqDw!} 
{0bDwDk4w} 
{wDw$w0pD} 
{DwDwhwDw} 
{wDwDpDw$} 
{Dw4wDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
 White has the decisive 40.Rxf6+! Kxf6 
41.Rf4+ Ke7 42.Qxg7+, whereas with the 
pawn on f5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDqDw!} 
{0bDwDk4w} 
{wDw$wDpD} 
{DwDwhpDw} 
{wDwDpDw$} 
{Dw4wDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
  
the f-file is safely closed against Rh4-f4+, and 
after 42.Rf6+ Kxf6 43.Qxe8 Rc8!  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDQDwD} 
{0bDwDw4w} 
{wDwDwipD} 
{DwDwhpDw} 
{wDwDpDw$} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{P)wDwDBD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White has won the black queen but at too high 
a price. Bronstein and Euwe also overlook 
this, neither commenting at all on 37...f6. 
 
Game 37, Keres-Boleslavsky: A minor 
improvement in the note to Black’s 8th move: 
after 8...Nxf6 9.Nxh4 Ne4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDb1kgw4} 
{0p0wDpDw} 
{wDw0wDw0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDPDnDwH} 
{DwHwDwDw} 
{P)wDP)P)} 
{$wDQIBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
while the given 10.Qd4 is not bad, far 
stronger is 10.Nxe4! Qxh4 11.Qd4 Qe7 
(11...Rg8?? 12.Nxd6+) 12.0–0–0! (no need to 
hurry in taking the rook, though also good is 
12.Nxd6+ Qxd6 13.Qxh8) 12...f6 (more or 
less forced; if 12...Rg8/Rh7 
13.Nf6+)13.Nxf6+ Kd8 14.Nd5, and White is 
up two pawns with the far better position.  
 
Game 38, Reshevsky-Stahlberg: The note at 
Black’s 24th has two errors. After 24...Bf6,  
 
 
 
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDw4kD} 
{0wDPDp0w} 
{q0wDbgpD} 
{hwDw$wDw} 
{QDpDwDwD} 
{)wHwGw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White need not play 25.Rb5 as given; instead 
he has the forcing and decisive 25.Rxe6! fxe6 
26.Nb5 (threatening 27.Nc7 winning the 
queen), when best play runs something like 
26...Bd8 27.Bf4 Rb7 28.Bh3 Rf6 29.Be5 
Rf5 (if 29...Kf7 30.Nd6+) 30.Bxf5 exf5 
31.Rd1 Kh7 32.Rd5 Kg8 33.Nc7 b5 (or 
33...Bxc7 34.d8Q+ Bxd8 35.Qe8+ etc.) 
34.Rxb5 Rxb5 35.Nxa6 Rxe5 36.Qd1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwgwDkD} 
{0wDPDw0w} 
{NDwDwDpD} 
{hwDw4pDw} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{)wDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)w)} 
{DwDQDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
a position Rybka rates at about +4.83. 
 
Conversely, if White does play 25.Rb5?!,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDw4kD} 
{0wDPDp0w} 
{q0wDbgpD} 
{hRDwDwDw} 
{QDpDwDwD} 
{)wHwGw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
then rather than Najdorf’s 25...Rfd8, Black 
has 25...Bxd7!, with the likely continuation 
26.Rxa5 Qc8! 27.Rb5 Bxc3 28.bxc3 a6 
29.Qd1 Bxb5 30.Bf4 Bc6 31.Bxb8 Bxg2 
32.Kxg2 Qxb8,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w1wDw4kD} 
{DwDwDp0w} 
{p0wDwDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{)w)wDw)w} 
{wDwDw)K)} 
{DwDQDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when the winning chances are Black’s.  
 
A probably winning chance for White goes 
unmentioned at move 25. 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wgw4kD} 
{0wDPDp0w} 
{qDwDbDpD} 
{hpDw$wDw} 
{QDpDwDwD} 
{)wHwGw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

Rather than the text move 25.Rxb5, stronger 
was 25.Qd1!, with the probable continuation 
25...Bf6 26.Rc5 (intending 27.Rc7) 
26...Bxc3 27.bxc3 Nb3 28.Rc7 Qxa3 
29.Rxa7 Qb2 30.Bg5 Qxc3 31.d8Q Rfxd8 
32.Bxd8,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wGwDkD} 
{$wDwDp0w} 
{wDwDbDpD} 
{DpDwDwDw} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{Dn1wDw)w} 
{wDwDw)B)} 
{DwDQDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and White is a rook up and winning. 
 
The note at Black’s 29th move overlooks a key 
move. After 29...Bf5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwgw4kD} 
{DwDwDp0w} 
{pDwDwDpD} 
{hwDwDbDw} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{)wHwGw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 30.Rxd8?, but 30.Rd6! Bc8 31.Nd5, and 
White retains a definite advantage (about 
+1.10). 
 
Game 39, Bronstein-Euwe: Complications 
again lead to several analytical errors. In the 
note to White’s 15th move, variation (a),  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDrDwD} 
{0pDwDpiB} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDwhw1wD} 
{)wDwDbDw} 
{wGQDw)P)} 
{$wDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
20.gxf3 does not deserve the “?” given it; after 
20.gxf3 Re5 21.Bxd4 cxd4  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDwD} 
{0pDwDpiB} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw4wDw} 
{wDw0w1wD} 
{)wDwDPDw} 
{wDQDw)w)} 
{$wDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the supposed threat of ...Rg5+ and ...Rh5 is 
handled by 22.Rfe1 with equality. 
 
In that same note, in the variation 19...Qe5 
20.Bxd4 cxd4 21.gxf3 Rh8 22.Qe4 Qg5+ 
23.Kh1 Rxh7,  
 
 
 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDwD} 
{0pDwDpir} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDw1w} 
{wDw0QDwD} 
{)wDwDPDw} 
{wDwDw)w)} 
{$wDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 24.Rg1?? as given, allowing mate in three, 
but 24.Qxd4+! forcing a draw, viz. 24...f6 
25.Qd6 Rd8 (25...Re8?? 26.Rg1i; 
25...Qe5?! 26.Rg1+ Kh8 27.Qxe5 fxe5 
28.Rg5r) 26.Qe7+ Kg6 27.Qxd8 Rxh2+ 
28.Kxh2 Qh4+ 29.Kg1 Qg5+ etc., draw. 
 
In the note to White’s 25th move, in the line 
25.Bd4 Rxd5 26.fxe5+, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0pDw4pDp} 
{wDwDwipD} 
{Dw1r)bDw} 
{wDwGwDwD} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{wDw!wDP)} 
{$wDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
The recommended 26...Rexe5, rather than the 
“!” given it, deserves “??”, since it loses to 
27.Rxf5+! Kxf5 (or 27...gxf5 28.Qh6+) 
28.Qf2+ Ke6 29.Bxc5i. Correct instead is 
26...Ke6 with an even game. 
 
The note at Black’s 26th condemns 26...Kg7 
because of 27.Qg5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0pDw4pip} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{Dw1r)b!w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{wGwDwDP)} 
{$wDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
with the supposed threats 28.Rxf5 and 
28.e6+. However, those are handled by 
27...Re6!, preventing 28.e6+, and if 28.Rxf5?! 
(slightly better may be 28.Rac1 Qb6 29.Rxf5 
h6 30.Rxf7+ Kxf7), then 28...Qc2! and Black 
wins back his material, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0pDwDpip} 
{wDwDrDpD} 
{DwDr)R!w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{wGqDwDP)} 
{$wDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
viz. 29.Rf6 (if 29.Rff1 Qxb2) 29...Rd1+ 
30.Rf1 Rxf1+ 31.Rxf1 Qxb2, and any 
advantage extant is Black’s. 
 
In the note to White’s 31st move, after 
31.Rxf5 gxf5 32.Qg8 33.Qxf7+ Kd8 
34.Qg8+ Re8 35.Qg5+ Kd7 36.Qg7+ Kd8 
Najdorf then gives 37.Qb2,  

 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwirDwD} 
{0pDwDwdp} 
{wDqDwDwD} 
{DwDrDpDw} 
{wGwDwDwD} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{w!wDwDP)} 
{Dw$wDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
but that allows Black to shut down the checks 
with 37...Ree5!, when White cannot take the 
queen (38.Rxc3?? Rd1+), and Black can 
consolidate his material advantage. Instead 
White must play 37.Qa1 or continue to check 
by 37.Qg5+ etc.  
 
Game 41, Taimanov-Averbakh: The note at 
move 29 concludes that in this position, White 
has the better game: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDqDwDp} 
{w0wDp!wD} 
{Dw0wDwDP} 
{wDPDw)pD} 
{DwDw)wDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
In fact play is completely even after 33...g3!. 
White then has only two moves that prevent 
mate: (a) 34.Qa1 Qd2 (or 34...Qd3) and 
White cannot defend the e-pawn (35.Qa3?? 
Qd1#) and so must take perpetual check by 
35.Qa8+ Kg7 36.Qa1+ Kf7 37.Qa7+ etc.), or 
(b) 34.Qg5+  Kf7 35.Qxg3 Qd1+ 36.Kh2 (or 
36.Kf2 Qd2+ etc.) 36...Qxh5+ 37.Qh3 Qg6 
with a completely even position. 
 
Toward the end of the game, after 31.f4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1w4kD} 
{DwDbDwDp} 
{w0wDw0w!} 
{Dw0w0wDp} 
{wDPDP)wD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wGwDwDPD} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
it is hard to see how White can win against 
31...Rf7, a move considered by neither 
Najdorf, Bronstein, nor Euwe. Rybka puts the 
position at about +0.22, virtually even, as 
opposed to +1.70 after the text move 
31...exf4. 
 
Game 43, Averbakh-Najdorf: At move 17 we 
corrected a typo in the original. In this 
position,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4b1w4kD} 
{DwhwDpgp} 
{wDw0whpD} 
{Dw0PDwGw} 
{wDpDNDwD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{w)wHw)B)} 
{$wDQ$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

Najdorf wrote “No puedo tomar 17...C o TxP 
por 18.CxP5AD,” meaning “I cannot capture 
17...Nxd5 or 17...Rxb2 because of 18.Nxc5.” 
Since 18.Nxc5 is an obvious blunder, we took 
the liberty of changing it to 18.Nxc4.  
 
Game 48, Kotov-Keres: The complications 
arising from Keres’ pawn sacrifice lead to 
some subtle but definite analytical errors in 
the middle game and endgame. 19...Be6-f5 
does not deserve the “?” given it;  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{0N4w0pgp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DwDwDbDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw)w)w)w} 
{PDRIw)B)} 
{Dw$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
it is about as good as any other move at that 
point, and is not to blame for the loss of 
Black’s advantage. That comes a few moves 
later, after 20.Rb2 Rd7+ 21.Ke2 Rc8 
22.Rb3,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDkD} 
{0NDr0pgp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DwDwDbDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DR)w)w)w} 
{PDwDK)B)} 
{Dw$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black makes three poor moves in a row: 
22...Bg4+?! (better 22...Bd3+) 23.Bf3 Bxf3+? 
(better 23...Be6) 24.Kxf3 Rdc7? (better 
22...Rd2), changing the evaluation from -0.70 
to +0.66, more than a whole pawn’s worth.   
 
Further on, at move 29,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{$NDw0pgw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{wDrDwDwD} 
{DwDw)K)w} 
{PDwDw)w)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White lessened his winning chances with 
29.Na5; instead much more pressure could 
have been applied with 29.Ra8+ Kh7 30.a4 
Rc2 31.a5, pushing the passed pawn. 
 
At move 43, a minor point:  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw$wDwD} 
{DwDwDpiw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw0wDp} 
{PDwgNDpD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{wDrDw)w)} 
{DwDwDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
 



the problem-like 43.Rd6!, while very good, is 
not strictly speaking the only saving move; 
White can also play 43.a5, which transposes 
to the game after 43...Ra2 44.Rd6. 
 
Finally, in the note to Black’s 43rd move, in 
the line 43...f5 44.Rd7+ Kf8 45.Nf6 Rc6 
46.Nxh5 Rh6 47.Ng7 Rxh2 48.Kg1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwiwD} 
{DwDRDwHw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw0pDw} 
{PDwgwDpD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{wDwDw)w4} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black can play 48...Rxf2, because even 
though White wins a piece by 49.Ne6+ Ke8 
50.Rxd4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDkDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDNDwD} 
{DwDw0pDw} 
{PDw$wDpD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{wDwDw4wD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
after 50...Rf3! 51.Rd5 Ke7 52.Rxe5 Rxg3+ 
53.Kf2 Rf3+ 54.Kg2 Kd6 55.Re2 Ra3 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwiNDwD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{PDwDwDpD} 
{4wDwDwDw} 
{wDwDRDKD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and ...Rxa4, White’s last pawn goes.  
 
Game 49, Geller-Smyslov: The supposedly 
winning variation given at move 31 may not 
be as strong as supposed.  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDrDw1w} 
{b0wDpDw0} 
{hw0w)pDw} 
{wDPDw$wD} 
{)B)wDwDw} 
{wDwDQDP)} 
{DwHwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
After 31...Rd5 32.Nd3 Rxd3 33.Qxd3 Nxb3 
34.Rf3 Kh7 35.Rg3 Qf7 36.Qd8 Bxc4 
37.Qf6 Qxf6 38.exf6 e5 39.Rg7+ Kh8 
40.Rxa7 e4,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwi} 
{$wDwDwDw} 
{w0wDw)w0} 
{Dw0wDpDw} 
{wDbDpDwD} 
{)n)wDwDw} 
{wDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

rather than 41.Kf2 as given, Rybka prefers 
41.g3, preventing 41...f4, when best play 
seems to go 41...e3 42.Re7 e2 43.Re8+ Kh7 
44.f7! Bxf7 45.Rxe2, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDbDk} 
{w0wDwDw0} 
{Dw0wDpDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{)n)wDw)w} 
{wDwDRDw)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and no clear win is apparent. Instead of 
31...Rd5 Rybka greatly prefers Smyslov’s 
actual move 31...Qg5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDrDwDw} 
{b0wDpDw0} 
{hw0w)p1w} 
{wDPDw$wD} 
{)B)wDwDw} 
{wDwDQDP)} 
{DwHwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
considering it the best on the board, and 
finding a winning line which Smyslov did not: 
32.g3 h5! — instead of 32...Kh7 — when a 
likely continuation is 33.Kf2 h4 34.Qe3 (not 
34.Rxh4?? Rd2) 34...hxg3+ 35.hxg3 (or 
35.Qxg3 Qxg3+ 36.hxg3 Rd2+ 37.Ke1 [if 
37.Kg1 Rb2 38.Ba4 Bxc4i, or 37.Kf3 
Nxb3 38.Nxb3 Rc2i] 37...Rg2 38.g4 [if 
38.Rf3 Rg1+ 39.Kd2 Bxc4 40.Bxc4 Nxc4+ 
41.Kc2 Rg2+ 42.Kd1 Nxa3] 38...fxg4i) 
35...Bb7!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0bDrDwDw} 
{w0wDpDwD} 
{hw0w)p1w} 
{wDPDw$wD} 
{)B)w!w)w} 
{wDwDwIwD} 
{DwHwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when the combined threats to c4 and down the 
d- and h-files are more than White can handle, 
viz. 36.Ba2 Rd1, or 36.Ba4 Rh7 37.Rh4 
Qxe3+ 38.Kxe3 Rxh4 39.gxh4 Nxc4+, or 
36.a4 Ba6! — virtual Zugzwang — 37.Qe1 
Nxb3 38.Nxb3 Rd3 39.Rf3 Rxf3+ 40.Kxf3 
Bxc4i. 
 
Another winning opportunity was missed at 
move 34,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwD} 
{0wDrDwDk} 
{b0wDpDw0} 
{hw0w)pDQ} 
{wDPDw$wD} 
{)B)wDw)w} 
{wDwDwIw)} 
{DwHwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
where instead of 34...Rg7, Black had 
34...Kg7!, which by preventing Qf7+ allows 

Black a decisive incursion on the d-file, viz. 
(a) 35.Qh4 Rd2+ 36.Ke1 Qxh4 37.Rxh4 
Nxb3 38.Nxb3 Rc2i, or (b) 35.Ke1 Nxb3 
36.Nxb3 Rd3 37.Qe2 (37.Rf3?? Rd1+ 38.Kf2 
Bxc4i) 37...Rxc3i, or (c) 35.Rh4 Qg5! 
36.Qe8 (if 36.Qxg5+ hxg5 37.Rh5 Nxb3 
38.Nxb3 Kg6 39.Rh8 Bxc4i) 36...Rd2+ 
37.Ne2 (if 37.Kf1?? Rd8) 37...Nxb3i.  
 
Game 51, Reshevsky-Kotov: The note at move 
26 overlooks the strongest possibility.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDrDkD} 
{0RDwhpgp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{Dw)wDwDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DNDwDwDw} 
{qDwDw)P)} 
{DwDQ$BIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Far better than the text 26.Bb5 was 26.Qf3!, 
with many threats including 27.Bc4, 27.e5 
and 27.Bb5. Further material loss is then 
inevitable, e.g. 26...Qa4 27.Bb5 Qb4 28.Rd1 
Rab8 29.Bxe8! Qxb7 30.Bxf7+. 
 
Game 53, Gligoric-Stahlberg: The note to 
Black’s 14th move goes astray in one 
variation. In the line 14...Ne5 15.Bf4 Nxf3+ 
16.Nxf3 Be7 17.Na4 Nd5 18.Rxd5 Rxd5 
19.Nb6, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDwDkD} 
{DpDwgp0p} 
{pHwDpDwD} 
{DwDrDwDw} 
{wDwDwGwD} 
{)wDwDNDw} 
{w)PDw)P)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black’s best choice is not 19...Rf5, but cutting 
his losses by 19...Rb5 20.Nxa8 Rxb2. After 
19...Rf5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDwDkD} 
{DpDwgp0p} 
{pHwDpDwD} 
{DwDwDrDw} 
{wDwDwGwD} 
{)wDwDNDw} 
{w)PDw)P)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
pausing to save the bishop by the given 
20.Bg3 leads to a severe weakening of the 
white queenside pawns after 20...Rb5 
21.Nxa8 Rxb2; much stronger is 20.Nxa8 
Rxf4 21.Nb6, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDbDwDkD} 
{DpDwgp0p} 
{pHwDpDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDw4wD} 
{)wDwDNDw} 
{w)PDw)P)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 



when the black QB cannot be saved, and the 
best Black has is 21...Bd8 22.Nxc8 Rc4 
23.Nd6 Rxc2, when White has both an extra 
piece and sound pawns. 
 
Game 57, Szabó-Petrosian: The truly decisive 
mistake in this game goes unnoticed.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDkD} 
{DwDwgp0w} 
{pDrDwhw0} 
{1wDwDwDw} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{DwHw)wDw} 
{PDwHQ)P)} 
{Dw$RDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Here, Najdorf wrongly labels 25.Nxc4 the 
critical error, but it actually occurs a few 
moves later, after 25.Nxc4 Qc7 26.Na4 Rc8 
27.Rd4 Ne8,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDnDkD} 
{Dw1wgp0w} 
{pDrDwDw0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{NDN$wDwD} 
{DwDw)wDw} 
{PDwDQ)P)} 
{Dw$wDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
where the text move 28.e4?? deserves the 
question marks. Instead with 28.Qd1! White 
can hold, viz. 28...Nd6 29.Nab6  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDkD} 
{Dw1wgp0w} 
{pHrhwDw0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDN$wDwD} 
{DwDw)wDw} 
{PDwDw)P)} 
{Dw$QDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when if 29...Rb8/Rd8?? 30.Nd5!i; therefore 
either (a) 29...Rxb6 30.Nxb6 Qxc1 31.Nxc8 
Qxc8 32.g3, or (b) 29...Nxc4 30.Nxc8 Qxc8 
31.Qa4 Na5 32.Rxc6 Qxc6 33.Qxc6 Nxc6 
34.Rd7,   
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDRgp0w} 
{pDnDwDw0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw)wDw} 
{PDwDw)P)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
in either case reaching a position where 
instead of being down a piece, White has R+P 
vs. B+N, and the game is more or less even. 
Also good is 28.Qf1, viz. 28...Nd6 29.Nab6 
Rxb6 30.Nxb6 Qxc1 31.Nxc8 Qxc8 
32.Ra4=. 
 
Game 58, Euwe-Najdorf: This complicated 
game has several analytical errors by Najdorf 
where, interestingly, he is often too 
pessimistic and hard on himself. In the note to 

Black’s 17th move, in the line 17...Bxa1 
18.Nxg6+ Kg7 19.Nxf8 Bc3+ 20.Kf1 Qxf8 
21.gxf5 Qxf5 22.Rg1, Black is not lost, if 
instead of the given 22...Kh8 he plays 
22...Rf8! threatening 23...Qxf2#: 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4wD} 
{0bDpDwiw} 
{w0n)wDw0} 
{Dw0BDqHw} 
{wDPDpDw)} 
{Dwgw)wDw} 
{PDwDw)wD} 
{DwDQDK$w} 
vllllllllV 
 
Since now if 23.f4? exf3 24.Ne6+ Kh8 
25.Nxf8 Qh3+ 26.Kf2 Qh2+ 27.Kxf3?? Ne5+ 
28.Ke4 Qxh4+ Black is winning, or if 
23.Qe2 Kh8! 24.Bxe4 Nd4! 25.exd4 Bxe4 
26.Nxe4 Qh3+ 27.Rg2 Bxd4 with advantage 
to Black, White is more or less forced into the 
drawing line 23.Ne6+ Kh8 24.Nxf8 Qh3+ 
25.Rg2 (not 25.Ke2?? Qf3+ 26.Kf1 Qxd1+) 
25...Qh1+ 26.Rg1 Qh3+ etc. 
 
At Black’s 18th move, the note seems to say 
that after 18...gxf5 19.Qh5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wi} 
{0bDpDwDw} 
{w0n)w1w0} 
{Dw0BDpHQ} 
{wDPDpHw)} 
{DwDw)wDw} 
{PgwDw)wD} 
{$wDwIwDR} 
vllllllllV 
to be followed by 20.Rg1, White is winning. 
But Rybka reaches no such conclusion, viz. 
19...Bxa1 and if 20.Ng6+ Kg7 21.Nxf8 Rxf8 
22.Rg1 Kh8 23.Nf7+ Kh7 24.Ng5+ etc. 
draws, or 20.Rg1 Ne5 21.Bxb7 Rab8 
22.Bd5q. Black can also try for more with 
19...Ne5!?. 
 
In the note to Black’s 23rd move, note (c) has 
several errors. After 24.Qa1 Kh7 25.Rg1,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wD} 
{0bDpDwDk} 
{w0w)wDw0} 
{hw0BDqDw} 
{wDPDwHw)} 
{DwHw)wDw} 
{PDwDw)wD} 
{!wDwDK$w} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 25...Bxd5?? as given, but 25...Rg8! which 
draws, viz. 26.Rxg8 Rxg8 27.Ne4 Bxd5 
28.Nf6+ Kh8 29.N6h5+ Kh7 30.Nf6+ Kh8 
31.N6h5+ etc.   
 
And in the line 24.Qa1 Qf6! 25.Bxb7 (better 
25.Qc1, unpinning the Nc3) 25...Nxb7, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wi} 
{0nDpDwDw} 
{w0w)w1w0} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDPDwHw)} 
{DwHw)wDw} 
{PDwDw)wD} 
{!wDwDKDR} 
vllllllllV 
 

not the given 26.Rg1?? which loses the h-
pawn and the game, for example 26...Rg8 
27.Qc1 (or 27.Rxg8+ Rxg8 28.Qc1 Qxh4) 
27...Rxg1+ 28.Kxg1 Rg8+ 29.Kf1 Qxh4. 
Better 26.Qc1, though even then White is 
worse after 26...Nxd6.  
 
Most importantly, a likely saving move goes 
unmentioned. Najdorf considered 23...Rae8 
the losing move,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDr4wi} 
{0bDpDwDw} 
{w0n)wDw0} 
{Dw0BDqDw} 
{wDPDwHw)} 
{DwHw)wDw} 
{PDwDw)wD} 
{DwDQDKDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
but after the game continuation 24.Nce2 Rg8 
25.h5 Rg5 26.Ng3 Rxg3 27.fxg3, instead of 
the text 27...Rxe3 (the actual losing move), 
Black had 27...Na5!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDwi} 
{0bDpDwDw} 
{w0w)wDw0} 
{hw0BDqDP} 
{wDPDwHwD} 
{DwDw)w)w} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDQDKDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
after which Rybka can find no win for White, 
viz. (a) 28.Qa1+ Kh7 29.g4 Qg5 (29...Qxg4?? 
30.Rg1i) 30.Bxb7 Nxb7 31.Qb1+ Kg8 
32.Qd3 Qf6 followed soon by ...Qxd6=; (b) 
28.Bxb7 Nxb7 29.Rh4 Na5 30.Qe2 Nc6=; 
(c) 28.Rh4 Bxd5 29.Qxd5 (not 29.cxd5? 
Nc4) 29...Qxd5 30.Nxd5 Nb7 followed soon 
by ...Nxd6=. 
 
Game 59, Stahlberg-Taimanov: The note at 
White’s 10th move had to be reconstructed 
partly by inference, since the original 
edition’s discussion of Goldenov-Borisenko 
left out the move 9.b4. We wonder if other 
typos might still be present, as there are some 
otherwise hard-to-explain errors. In the line 
5.Qc2 c5 6.Bg2 Nc6 7.dxc5 Bxc5 8.a3 Rc8 
9.b4 Be7 10.Bb2 Nb8 11.Nbd2 Bxc4 
12.Nxc4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{whr1kDw4} 
{0wDpgp0p} 
{w0wDphwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w)NDwDwD} 
{)wDwDN)w} 
{wGQDP)B)} 
{$wDwIwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black must play 12...b5, not 12...d5?? as 
given, since the latter allows the pinned knight 
to escape with 13.Qa4+ followed by Nc4-e5. 
 
In the variation 10.b5 Bxb5 11.cxb5 Nb4 
12.Qb2 Nc2+ 13.Kd1,  
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDr1kDw4} 
{0wDpgp0p} 
{w0wDphwD} 
{DPDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{)wDwDN)w} 
{w!nDP)B)} 
{$NGKDwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
we wonder if the much stronger 13...Ng4 was 
intended rather than 13...Ne4. And even after 
the latter move,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDr1kDw4} 
{0wDpgp0p} 
{w0wDpdwD} 
{DPDwDwDw} 
{wDwDnDwD} 
{)wDwDN)w} 
{w!nDP)B)} 
{$NGKDwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
White is by no means forced to play the 
egregious 14.Qxc2?? as given; far better is 
14.Be3, defending f2. 
 
In the actual game, Taimanov could have 
shortened matters considerably here, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDwgp0w} 
{wDwDw1wD} 
{DwDpDwDw} 
{Q0rDpDw0} 
{)wDw)w)w} 
{w)rGw)w)} 
{DRDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
by (instead of 28...Qf5) playing 28...bxa3! 
29.Qxa7 (of course not 29.bxa3?? Rxa4) 
29...axb2 30.Qb8+ Kh7 31.Qf4 Qxf4 32.gxf4 
and White’s resignation is in order. 
 
Game 61, Kotov-Bronstein: Another very 
complicated game with significant errors both 
on the board and in the notes. 
 
The note at White’s 28th move makes a good 
recommendation in 28.Qb4, but then goes 
awry after 28...Nh5 (not at all best) 29.cxd6 
cxd6 30.Nc4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDw4kD} 
{DpDw1pDw} 
{wDw0wDpg} 
{)wDP0whn} 
{w!NDPDw0} 
{DwDNDw)w} 
{wDwGw)B)} 
{$wDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
by giving now 30...Qf6?, which simply loses 
to 31.Qxd6. Better instead is 30...Ra6, though 
Black then is still in considerable trouble. 
 
The note at White’s 34th move likewise goes 
astray after several moves: 34.Qxb7 Nxg3 
35.fxg3 Bxe3+ 36.Bxe3 Qf1+ 37.Kh2  
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4kD} 
{DQDwDpDw} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{)wDP0wDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwDwGw)b} 
{wDwDwDwI} 
{$w$wHqDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and now rather than the given move 37...Kg7, 
Black should play Euwe’s 37...Rab8!, a likely 
continuation being 38.Qc6 Rfc8 39.Ra2 (not 
39.Qa4?? Rb2+) 39...Rxc6 40.dxc6 Be6 with 
a probably winning advantage for Black. The 
reason this is preferable to 37...Kg7 (which 
was considered winning by both Najdorf and 
Bronstein), 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wD} 
{DQDwDpiw} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{)wDP0wDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwDwGw)b} 
{wDwDwDwI} 
{$w$wHqDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
is that they both overlooked a saving sacrifice 
for White, 38.Bh6+! Kxh6 39.Qb2, when the 
h-file is again blocked and Black’s advantage, 
if any, is minimal. 
 
In the tradition of “long analysis, wrong 
analysis” the note at White’s 38th move errs 
badly toward the end. After 38.Qc7 Qxh6 
39.a7 Rd8 40.Rab1 Qf8 41.f3 Bd7 42.Rb8 
Rdxb8 43.axb8Q Qxb8 44.Qxd7 Qb6+ 
45.Kg2 Qe3  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{DwDQDpDw} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{DwDP0w0n} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwDw1P)w} 
{wDwDwDKD} 
{Dw$wHwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 46.Qc6?? which leads to utter ruin via 
46...Qd2+ 47.Kg1 Ra2, but 46.Rc2, when 
White is still worse but has much more hope 
of holding out. 
 
While Black’s 43rd, 44th, and 45th moves are 
not best, they do not really deserve the 
question marks given them, as Black can still 
win after each. Overlooked at move 43 is the 
best move, which is not Najdorf’s 
recommended 43...Kg7 but 43...Qg6!: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{$RDwDpDw} 
{wDw0wDqi} 
{DwDP0w0n} 
{wDwDPDbD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{wDwDw)wD} 
{DwDwHwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Sample main variations then:  

 
(a) 44.Rxf7 Qxe4 45.Ng2 Qxd5o;  
(b) 44.f3? Bxf3! 45.Nxf3 Qxe4 46.Kf2 (if 
46.Rxf7 Qe3+ 47.Kg2 e4o) 46...Qc2+ 
47.Kg1 Qd1+ 48.Kf2 e4 49.Nh2 Qd2+ 
50.Kg1 Qe3+ 51.Kf1 Qd3+ 52.Ke1 
Qxg3+o;  
(c) 44.Rb4 Nf6 45.f3 (if 45.Raa4 Bd1 
46.Ra1 Qh5 – threatening 47...Ng4 and mate 
shortly – 47.Rb2 Bf3 48.Nxf3 Qxf3 and 
49...Nxe4o) 45...Bxf3 46.Nxf3 Nxe4 
47.Kg2 Qf5 48.Ra3 g4 winning the knight, 
since if 49.Nh4 Qf2+ 50.Kh1 Nxg3+ 
51.Rxg3 Qe1+ (not 51...Qxg3?? 52.Nf5+) 
52.Kg2 Qxb4o. 
 
Even after all the missed chances, Najdorf 
(and Euwe) overlooked one last winning 
opportunity late in the game. As Bronstein 
notes, at move 54,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw$wDwDR} 
{wDw0wDwh} 
{DwDP0w0k} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DqDwDwDw} 
{wDNDwIwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
  
he could have won with 54...Qd3!, a likely 
line then being 55.Ne1 (if 55.Ne3 Qd2+, or 
55.Rh8 g4 56.Rch7 Qxc2+ 57.Ke3 Qc3+ 
58.Ke2 Qf3+ 59.Kd2 Qf4+ 60.Kd1 g3 etc.) 
55...Qd2+ 56.Kf1 Qf4+ 57.Kg1 Qxe4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw$wDwDR} 
{wDw0wDwh} 
{DwDP0w0k} 
{wDwDqDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwHwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and White is lost.  
 
After missing 54...Qd3, and continuing 
54...g4 55.Ne3, Bronstein claims that Black 
still had one last chance, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw$wDwDR} 
{wDw0wDwh} 
{DwDP0wDk} 
{wDwDPDpD} 
{DqDwHwDw} 
{wDwDwIwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
55...Kg5!?, but play becomes very 
problematic. After 56.Ke2 (better than 
Bronstein’s 56.Rcg7+) a plausible 
continuation is 56...Kf4 57.Nd1 (if 57.Nc4 
Qf3+ 58.Kd2 Kxe4 59.Nxd6+ Kxd5),  
 
 
 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw$wDwDR} 
{wDw0wDwh} 
{DwDP0wDw} 
{wDwDPipD} 
{DqDwDwDw} 
{wDwDKDwD} 
{DwDNDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and either (a) 57...Ng8 58.Rcf7+ Kxe4 
59.Rh8 Qc4+ 60.Ke1 Qb4+ 61.Ke2 Qb8 
62.Rf1q,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w1wDwDn$} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{DwDP0wDw} 
{wDwDkDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDKDwD} 
{DwDNDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
or (b) 57...Qh3 58.Kd2 (if 58.Rcf7+ Nxf7!! 
59.Rxh3 gxh3 60.Kf1 Ng5 61.Kg1 Kxe4o) 
58...g3 59.Rcg7 (if 59.Rcf7+ Nxf7! 60.Rxh3 
g2o) 59...g2 60.Rh8 g1Q 61.Rf8+! (not 
61.Rxg1?? Qh2+) 61...Kxe4 62.Rxg1 Kd4! 
(not 62...Qh2+? 63.Rf2 Qxg1?? 64.Nc3+ Kd4 
65.Ne2+ winning the queen) 63.Rf2 Ng4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{DwDP0wDw} 
{wDwiwDnD} 
{DwDwDwDq} 
{wDwIw$wD} 
{DwDNDw$w} 
vllllllllV 
 
in both cases reaching positions where Black 
is better but a clear win is very hard to find.  
 
Going back several moves, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{$wDwDwDR} 
{w1w0wDwh} 
{DwDP0w0k} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDNDwDKD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White needed to play 53.Kf3 or 53.Ra3 
(rather than 53.Rac7) to avoid all this. 
 
Game 65, Bronstein-Geller: The “great 
attack” that would supposedly ensue from the 
acceptance of White’s pawn sac 14.g4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDw4kD} 
{0p1bgp0w} 
{wDw0phw0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDPDPD} 
{DwHQDwDw} 
{P)PGw)B)} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

may not have worked out so well. After the 
note line 14...Nxg4 15.Qg3 h5 16.f4 Qb6+ 
17.Kh1 Qxb2 18.h3 Nf6 19.e5,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDw4kD} 
{0pDbgp0w} 
{wDw0phwD} 
{DwDw)wDp} 
{wDwDw)wD} 
{DwHwDw!P} 
{P1PGwDBD} 
{DwDRDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rybka sees Black coming out fine with 
19...h4!, best play then running something like 
20.Qd3 (20.Qxh4?? Nd5 21.Qh5 Nxc3o) 
20...Nh5 21.Rb1 Ng3+ 22.Kg1 Rxc3! 
23.Rxb2 Rxd3 24.cxd3 Nxf1 25.Kxf1 b6,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{0wDbgp0w} 
{w0w0pDwD} 
{DwDw)wDw} 
{wDwDw)w0} 
{DwDPDwDP} 
{P$wGwDBD} 
{DwDwDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black is two sound pawns up and in no 
danger of attack. It is perhaps significant that 
Bronstein’s novelty 14.g4 has seldom if ever 
been tried again in high-level play.  
 
Game 68, Najdorf-Stahlberg: The note at 
move 12 overlooks a surprising shot. The 
variation 12.dxe5 Nxe5 13.Bxd5 cxd5 
14.Qxd5 Nxf3+ 15.gxf3 Be6 16.Qe5 Qb4+ 
17.Qc3 Rac8  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDw4kD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w1wDNDwD} 
{Dw!w)PDw} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{Dw$wIwDR} 
vllllllllV 
is said, after 18.Qxb4 Rxc1+, to give 
“complicated play, probably a draw.” 
However, White can improve with 18.Nf6+!!  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDw4kD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDwDbHwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w1wDwDwD} 
{Dw!w)PDw} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{Dw$wIwDR} 
vllllllllV 
and either (a) 18...Kh8 19.Qxb4 Rxc1+ 
20.Ke2 and now if 20...Rxh1?? 21.Qxf8#, or 
(b) 18...gxf6 19.Rg1+ Bg4 (again, if 19...Kh8 
20.Qxb4 Rxc1+ 21.Ke2 Rxg1 22.Qxf8+) 
20.Rxg4+ Qxg4 21.fxg4 Rxc3 22.Rxc3, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{0pDwDpDp} 
{wDwDw0wD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{Dw$w)wDw} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDwIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

and White has a winning endgame. To avoid 
this, Black must play, say, 17...Qe7 or 
17...Rfc8, rather than 17...Rac8. 
 
In the note to White’s 48th move, after 
48.Rb8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w$wDwDwD} 
{Dw4wiw0w} 
{wDwDw0w0} 
{DphBDPDw} 
{wDpIP)wD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w)wDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
48...Na4 deserves “??” rather than the “!” 
given it. Instead of the note’s 49.Rxb5, White 
has 49.Rg8! winning,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDRD} 
{Dw4wiw0w} 
{wDwDw0w0} 
{DpDBDPDw} 
{nDpIP)wD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w)wDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
viz. 49...Nxb2 (other moves are no better) 
50.Rxg7+ Kd8 51.Rg8+ Ke7 52.e5 c3 (if 
52...fxe5+ 53.fxe5 Kd7 54.f6 and mate soon) 
53.Rg7+ Kd8 54.Rxc7 Kxc7 55.Kxc3i. 
Rather than 48...Na4, Black must play 
48...Nb3, with good drawing chances.  
 
Game 71, Euwe-Averbakh: In the note at 
White’s 39th move, in the sub-variation 
39.Kd2 Nb1+ 40.Ke3 a3 41.Nxd5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDNDPDw} 
{wDp)wDPD} 
{0pDwIwDw} 
{wDwDwDw)} 
{DnGwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black must not play the move given, 41... c3, 
as that would allow White good drawing 
chances, viz. 42.Nxc3 Nxc3 43.Bxa3 b2 (or 
43...Nd1+ 44.Kd2 b2 45.Kc2) 44.Bxb2 
Nd1+ 45.Ke4 Nxb2, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDPDw} 
{wDw)KDPD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{whwDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and Black’s winning chances are very slim. 
Correct instead is 41...b2!,  
 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDNDPDw} 
{wDp)wDPD} 
{0wDwIwDw} 
{w0wDwDw)} 
{DnGwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
viz. 42.Bxb2 axb2 43.h3 c3 44.Kd3 Kf7 
45.h4 g6 46.h5 gxh5 47.gxh5 Kf8 48.f6 (if 
48.Nc7 Na3o) 48...h6,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwiwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDw)w0} 
{DwDNDwDP} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{Dw0KDwDw} 
{w0wDwDwD} 
{DnDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and White is in Zugzwang. 
 
Game74, Kotov-Taimanov: Najdorf may have 
been distracted while writing the note at 
Black’s 25th move. As originally written it has 
some typos, repetitions, and 30.Nxf7 captures 
a pawn no longer there, but we reproduced it 
verbatim. More to the point, it misses the 
strongest line. After 25...Nb7,   
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDbgkD} 
{1nDwDp0w} 
{w0wDwDw0} 
{DP0wDNDw} 
{wDP0BDwD} 
{DwDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)w)} 
{DwGQDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than the note’s 26.Qg4 (a good but very 
distant second-best move), White has 
26.Nxh6+!,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDbgkD} 
{1nDwDp0w} 
{w0wDwDwH} 
{DP0wDwDw} 
{wDP0BDwD} 
{DwDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)w)} 
{DwGQDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
which forces mate in short order, e.g. 
26...gxh6 (if 26...Kh8 27.Qh5 g6 28.Qe5+ 
etc.) 27.Qg4+ Bg7 28.Bxh6 Kf8 29.Bxg7+ 
Ke7 30.Qg5+ Kd7 31.Bf5+ Kc7 32.Qe7+ 
Kb8 33.Qxe8+ Kc7 34.Qc8+ Kd6 35.Qd7#. 
Neither Bronstein nor Euwe consider the 
25...Nb7 variation. 
 
Najdorf, Kotov, Taimanov and Bronstein all 
missed an amazing opportunity for Black at 
move 27. 
 
 
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwgkD} 
{1wDwDp0w} 
{w0wDbDw0} 
{hP0wDNDQ} 
{wDP0BGwD} 
{DwDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)w)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rather than the text move 27...Nb3, Black 
could have forced a draw, or with luck even 
gotten a win, by bringing his long inactive 
knight to sudden sacrificial life with 
27...Nxc4!!. 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwgkD} 
{1wDwDp0w} 
{w0wDbDw0} 
{DP0wDNDQ} 
{wDn0BGwD} 
{DwDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)w)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
If then 28.dxc4 (other moves are no better) 
28...Qa1+ 29.Kg2 Bxc4!  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwgkD} 
{DwDwDp0w} 
{w0wDwDw0} 
{DP0wDNDQ} 
{wDb0BGwD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{wDwDw)K)} 
{1wDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and Black threatens 30...Qf1+ 31.Kf3 Be2#. 
White has only the choice between 30.g4 
Qf1+ 31.Kg3 Qg1+ 32.Bg2 Bxb5 when 
Black has three connected passed pawns and a 
lot of counterplay, or forcing a draw with 
30.Nxh6+ gxh6 31.Qg4+ Bg7 32.Qc8+ Bf8 
33.Qg4+ etc. A remarkable resource missed 
by four of the greatest players of all time. It 
would not be fair to say Euwe also missed it, 
since he hardly annotated the game at all. 
 
To avoid this, White would have had to vary 
the move before. 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwgkD} 
{1wDwDp0w} 
{w0wDbDw0} 
{hP0wDNDQ} 
{wDP0BDwD} 
{DwDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)w)} 
{DwGwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
Instead of the text 27.Bf4, there were two 
main alternatives, one safe, the other risky. 
Safe, but giving up most or all of White’s 
advantage, was 27.Kg2 Qd7! 28.Bf4 Nb7,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwgkD} 
{DnDqDp0w} 
{w0wDbDw0} 
{DP0wDNDQ} 
{wDP0BGwD} 
{DwDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)K)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

when both Black’s knight and queen get back 
into the game and the position is pretty much 
even. Very interesting but risky was 
27.Nxh6+!? gxh6 28.Bxh6 Bxh6 29.Qxh6 
Nb3 30.Bh7+ Kh8 31.Bf5+ Kg8 32.Bxe6 
fxe6 33.Qxe6+, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{1wDwDwDw} 
{w0wDQDwD} 
{DP0wDwDw} 
{wDP0wDwD} 
{DnDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)w)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Rybka gives White an edge (about 
+1.00) but whether he can win with his 
passed, connected but as yet unadvanced 
kingside pawns is unclear. 
 
Finally, at move 35,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwgkD} 
{DwDwDp0w} 
{w0wDbDw0} 
{DP0wDNDP} 
{wDP0BGQD} 
{DwDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)KD} 
{Dn1wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Najdorf is wrong to call 35...Nd2 a serious 
error; it is, relatively speaking, by far the best 
(or least bad) move on the board (+3.70 to 
+11.42 for 35...Qxf4 or +21.12 for 35...Qc2). 
The really serious error came the move 
before, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwgkD} 
{DwGwDp0w} 
{w0wDbDw0} 
{DP0wDNDP} 
{wDP0BDQD} 
{hwDPDw)w} 
{wDwDw)KD} 
{Dw1wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black played 34...Nb1?? (+3.86) rather 
than 34...Nc2 (+1.58) or 34...Nxc4 (+1.69), 
either of which offered more resistance and 
some small hope.  
 
Game 75, Geller-Gligoric: At move 47, in the 
note variation 47.Rh3!? Rxc2 48.Bxc2 Rxc2 
49.Rxf3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DqDwgwiw} 
{wDw0wDw0} 
{DpDw0w0P} 
{wDwDP0wD} 
{DwDwDRDw} 
{P)rDwGwD} 
{DKHw!wDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
no further analysis is given and the 
implication is that White stands better. Rybka 
disagrees, giving as a likely continuation 
49...Rc4 50.Rb3 g4 (probably better than 



50...Qxe4+ 51.Qxe4 Rxe4 52.Rxb5 g4 
53.Rb7 Kf8 54.Rb3) 51.Rb4 Rxb4 52.Qxb4 
g3 53.Bg1 f3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DqDwgwiw} 
{wDw0wDw0} 
{DpDw0wDP} 
{w!wDPDwD} 
{DwDwDp0w} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{DKHwDwGw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black stands better (at least -1.50) and 
White will have to play very carefully to 
avoid losing.  
 
Game 76, Smyslov-Bronstein: Several 
important tactical errors here. At move 14, 
Najdorf (and Euwe too) overlooks a shot that 
could have made the game a miniature: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1w4kD} 
{0pDngp0p} 
{wDpDpDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDP0PDnH} 
{DPDwDwDw} 
{PGw)w)BD} 
{$NDQDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Instead of the text move 14...Nf2, Black had 
14...Ba3! which wins in all variations, viz. 
15...Bxb2 16.Na3 Bxa3, or 15.Bxa3 Qxh4 
16.Re1 Qxf2+ 17.Kh1 Nde5 18.Re2 Qh4+ 
19.Kg1 Qh2+ 20.Kf1 f5 21.Bxf8 Rxf8 
22.Rf2 Nxf2 23.Kxf2 Nd3+ 24.Kf1 fxe4+. 
Bronstein, in his book, tells how he was 
prepared to play 14...Ba3 but made a 
calculation error that caused him to change his 
mind.    
 
The three-move note at White’s 27th is wrong 
on every move. If, instead of 18.Na3 White 
had played 18.d3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1w4kD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDpDpDwD} 
{DwDwhwgw} 
{wDP0PDwD} 
{DPDPDwDR} 
{PGwDwDBD} 
{$NDQDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the recommended 18...Be3+ would lose 
immediately to the elementary tactic 19.Rxe3 
dxe3 20.Bxe5. If White continues after 
18...Be3+ with the given 19.Kh1??,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1w4kD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDpDpDwD} 
{DwDwhwDw} 
{wDP0PDwD} 
{DPDPgwDR} 
{PGwDwDBD} 
{$NDQDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 

then not 19...h5?, which again is met by 
19...Rxe3, but 19...Qg5!, which wins. 
Surprisingly, Bronstein errs in similar fashion 
in his book. 
 
Most importantly, at Black’s 26th move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1w4kD} 
{0pDwDw0p} 
{wDpDwGwD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DPDpHBhw} 
{PDw)wDw$} 
{$wDQDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
while the recommended 26...Rxf6 is probably 
best, the text move 26...Qxf6 deserves neither 
of the question marks given it. Followed up 
correctly, it is still fully adequate to win. The 
crucial mistake, unremarked by Najdorf, 
comes next move,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4kD} 
{0pDwDw0p} 
{wDpDw1wD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DPDpHBhw} 
{PDw)wDw$} 
{$wDw!wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when instead of 27...f5?!, Black (as both 
Bronstein and Euwe show) could have 
clinched it with 27...Rae8!, with such likely 
continuations as (a) 28.Kg2 f4; (b) 28.Qxg3 
Qxa1+ 29.Nf1 f4 30.Qh3 (or 30.Qh4 h6) 
30...Qd4+ 31.Kh1 h6o, (c) 28.Rh3 f4 
29.Kg2 fxe3 30.Rxg3 exd2 31.Qf1 (not 
31.Qxd2?? Qxa1) 31...Qc3 32.Rd1 Re1o; 
(d) 28.Qd1 f4 29.Ng4 Qd4+ 30.Kg2 Re2+ 
31.Bxe2 dxe2 32.Qe1 Qe4+ 33.Kf2 h5o. 
 
Game 77, Keres-Reshevsky: At move 12, 
contrary to the note, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhw1w4kD} 
{0bDwDp0w} 
{w0wDphw0} 
{Dw0w)wGw} 
{wDPDwDw)} 
{)w)BDwDw} 
{wDwDw)PD} 
{$wDQIwHR} 
vllllllllV 
 
the text move 12...Be4 is not the only 
playable move. After 12...hxg5 13.exf6 (if 
13.hxg5 Be4), not 13...Qxf6 as in the note, 
but 13...Bxg2!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhw1w4kD} 
{0wDwDp0w} 
{w0wDp)wD} 
{Dw0wDw0w} 
{wDPDwDw)} 
{)w)BDwDw} 
{wDwDw)bD} 
{$wDQIwHR} 
vllllllllV 
 

and if then 14.Rh2 (the only way White 
retains an attack) 14...Qxf6 15.Rxg2 gxh4  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhwDw4kD} 
{0wDwDp0w} 
{w0wDp1wD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDPDwDw0} 
{)w)BDwDw} 
{wDwDw)RD} 
{$wDQIwHw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and with three extra pawns, the safer king, and 
the ruined structure of White’s remaining 
pawns, Black has ample compensation for the 
piece. 
 
The position at White’s 16th is incredibly 
complicated, and a complete analysis could 
almost make a small book by itself. We’ll 
limit ourselves here to the most important 
improvements and additions. Najdorf is 
probably correct to recommend 16.f4 as best,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhwDw4kD} 
{0w1wDpDw} 
{w0wDp0w0} 
{Dw0w)wDw} 
{wDPDw)w)} 
{)w)RDwDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{$wDQIwHw} 
vllllllllV 
 
but he (and also Bronstein) goes awry in a 
critical variation (d2 in the game notes). After 
16...Kh7 (best) 17.Nh3! Qb7, the 
recommended 18.Ra2 Qe4+ 19.Re2 fails to 
produce the promised strong attack after 
19...Qg6!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhwDw4wD} 
{0wDwDpDk} 
{w0wDp0q0} 
{Dw0w)wDw} 
{wDPDw)w)} 
{)w)RDwDN} 
{wDwDRDPD} 
{DwDQIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when the attack is stalled and the game is 
virtually even. Instead of 18.Ra2, White must 
play 18.Qe2!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhwDw4wD} 
{0qDwDpDk} 
{w0wDp0w0} 
{Dw0w)wDw} 
{wDPDw)w)} 
{)w)RDwDN} 
{wDwDQDPD} 
{$wDwIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
preventing 18...Qe4+. This move, which 
neither Najdorf nor Bronstein consider, 
appears to be the line that actually could have 
let Keres win brilliantly, though perhaps not a 
miniature as Najdorf thought possible. To 
examine the major lines stemming from it: 
 
a) 18...Nd7 leads to loss of the knight: 



 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wD} 
{0qDnDpDk} 
{w0wDp0w0} 
{Dw0w)wDw} 
{wDPDw)w)} 
{)w)RDwDN} 
{wDwDQDPD} 
{$wDwIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
19.Rad1 Rad8 20.exf6 Rg8 21.Ng5+! Kg6 
(21...hxg5?? 22.Qh5#) 22.Nxf7 Kxf7 23.f5 
Nxf6 (if 23...exf5 24.Qe7+, or 23...e5 
24.Qh5+) 24.Qxe6+ Kg7 25.Rxd8i;  
 
b) 18...Nc6 leaves Black’s king vulnerable: 
19.exf6 Kg6 (if 19...Rg8 20.Ng5+ Kg6 
21.Ne4i) 20.f5+! 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wD} 
{0qDwDpDw} 
{w0nDp)k0} 
{Dw0wDPDw} 
{wDPDwDw)} 
{)w)RDwDN} 
{wDwDQDPD} 
{$wDwIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and:  
  b1) 20...exf5 21.Rg3+ Kxf6 22.Nf4 Ne5 
23.Nd5+ Ke6 24.0–0–0 f6 25.Nf4+ Ke7 
26.Ng6+ Ke6 (if 26...Ke8 27.Qh5) 27.Nxe5 
fxe5 28.Rg6+ Rf6 29.Rxf6+ Kxf6 30.Rd6+ 
Kf7 31.Rxh6 Kg8 32.Qxe5i (+16.15);   
  b2) 20...Kxf6 21.fxe6 fxe6 22.Nf4 Rae8 
23.Qe4 Kg7 (if 23...Rg8 24.Nh5+ Ke7 
25.Qh7+ Kf8 26.Rf3+ Qf7 27.Rxf7#) 
24.Rg3+ Kh8 25.Ng6+ Kg8 26.Nxf8+ Kxf8 
27.Qf4+ Ke7 28.Rg7+ and mate shortly. 
 
c) 18...Na6 also leads to a quick kingside 
attack:  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wD} 
{0qDwDpDk} 
{n0wDp0w0} 
{Dw0w)wDw} 
{wDPDw)w)} 
{)w)RDwDN} 
{wDwDQDPD} 
{$wDwIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
19.exf6 Rg8 20.Ng5+ Kg6 (if 20...Kh8 
21.Qh5 Rg6 22.0–0–0 Qc7 [or 22...Rxf6 
23.Rd7] 23.Rd8+ Rxd8 24.Rxd8+ Qxd8 
25.Nxf7+i) 21.h5+ Kxf6 22.Qe5+ Ke7 
23.Ne4 (threatening 24.Qd6+ Ke8 25.Nf6#) 
23... Qc7 24.Qf6+ Kf8 25.0–0–0 and nothing 
can be done against 26.Rd8+. 
 
d) Leading to the greatest complications is 
18...Rg8 19.exf6:  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhwDwDrD} 
{0qDwDpDk} 
{w0wDp)w0} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDPDw)w)} 
{)w)RDwDN} 
{wDwDQDPD} 
{$wDwIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

  d1) 19...Qxg2 20.Ng5+! Rxg5 21.hxg5 
Qxe2+ 22.Kxe2 Nc6 (worse is 22...hxg5?? 
23.Rd8i) 23.Rh1i.  
  d2) 19...Nd7 20.Ng5+! Kg6 21.Ne4 
threatening 22.Rg3+, 22.0–0–0, 22.Qg4+ and 
other moves, all of which win.  
  d3) 19...Rg6 20.Ng5+! hxg5 (if 20...Kh8 
21.Rd8+ Rg8 22.Qh5 and mate shortly) 
21.hxg5 Nd7 22.Qh5+ Kg8 23.0–0–0 Nxf6 
(or 23...Rd8 24.Rh3 Kf8 25.Qh8+ Rg8 
26.Qxg8+ Kxg8 27.Rdh1 Nxf6 28.gxf6 and 
mate soon) 24.gxf6 Qc7 (if 24...Rxf6 
25.Rd8+) 25.Qh4 Kf8 26.Rg3 Rxg3 
27.Qxg3 and mate shortly. 
  d4) 19...Rxg2 leads to the black king being 
flushed out and chased:  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhwDwDwD} 
{0qDwDpDk} 
{w0wDp)w0} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDPDw)w)} 
{)w)RDwDN} 
{wDwDQDrD} 
{$wDwIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
20.Ng5+! – yet again! – 20...Kg6 (not 
20...hxg5?? 21.Qh5+ Kg8 22.Rd8#) 21.h5+ 
Kf5 22.Qe5+ Kg4 23.Nf3 Nd7 24.Qe3 Rg8 
25.0–0–0 and: 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDrD} 
{0qDnDpDw} 
{w0wDp)w0} 
{Dw0wDwDP} 
{wDPDw)kD} 
{)w)R!NDw} 
{wDwDwDrD} 
{DwIRDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
  (d4a) 25…Rg3 26.Qe2 Rxf3 27.Rxd7 Qa8 
28.R7d3 Kxf4 29.Rxf3+ Qxf3 30.Rf1i. 
  (d4b) 25...Nxf6 26.Rg1 Rxg1+ 27.Qxg1+  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDrD} 
{0qDwDpDw} 
{w0wDphw0} 
{Dw0wDwDP} 
{wDPDw)kD} 
{)w)RDNDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwIwDw!w} 
vllllllllV 
and the king-hunt eventually leads to mate, 
e.g. 27...Kxf4 28.Qe3+ Kg4 29.Ne5+ Kf5 
30.Nxf7 Qxf7 31.Qf2+ Ke5 (if 31...Kg5 
32.Rg3+ Ng4 33.Qxf7) 32.Qh2+ Ke4 
33.Qe2+ Kf5 34.Rf3+ Kg5 35.Qe5+ Kh4 
36.Qh2+ Kg5 37.Qf4+ Kxh5 38.Rh3+ Kg6 
39.Qxh6+ Kf5 40.Rf3+ Kg4 41.Rf4+ Kg3 
42.Qh4+ Kg2 43.Rf2+ Kg1 44.Qh2#. 
  
The note at White’s 27th move is correct to 
fault the text move 27.f4 and recommend 
27.g4, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDkD} 
{0wDw1rDw} 
{w0w$N0wD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDwDwDP)} 
{)w)wDwDw} 
{wDw!w)wD} 
{DwIwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

but the latter move does not lead to winning 
chances for White. Rather than continuing 
27...Qxe6 28.Rxe6 Rxe6 as given, Black can 
gain equality or even force a draw with 
27...f5! 28.g5 (or 28.gxf5 Qxh4=) 28...Qb7!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDkD} 
{0qDwDrDw} 
{w0w$NDwD} 
{Dw0wDp)w} 
{wDwDwDw)} 
{)w)wDwDw} 
{wDw!w)wD} 
{DwIwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and the black queen will invade on one wing 
or the other, e.g. 29.Nd8 Qh1+ 30.Kb2 Rfe7 
and White has nothing better than perpetual 
check by 31.Rg6+ etc., or 29.Nf4 Qa6 
30.Kb2 (else 30...Qxa3) 30...Qb5+ 31.Ka2 
Qc4+ 32.Kb2 Qb5+ 33.Kc1 Qf1+ 34.Kc2 
(34.Qd1?? Re1o) 34...Qc4 and the king can 
never get away from the checks. 
 
Game 78, Bronstein-Keres: The note at 
Black’s twelfth move can be improved. After 
12...e5 13.Bxe5 Bxe5 14.Qxf7+ Kd7 
15.Rae1 Bd4+ 16.Kh1,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4b1wDw4} 
{0pDkhQDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDwgwDwD} 
{DwHPDw)w} 
{P)PDwDB)} 
{DwDw$RDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
the note says both 16...Re8 and 16...Qe8 
should be met by 17.Nd5. However, after 
16...Qe8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4bDqDw4} 
{0pDkhQDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDwgwDwD} 
{DwHPDw)w} 
{P)PDwDB)} 
{DwDw$RDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
best is 17.Qf4! (threatening both 18.Qxb8 and 
18.Nb5i), and if 17...Bxc3 18.bxc3 Ra8 
19.Bh3+ Kc6 20.Qf6+ Kb5 21.Bg2 and the 
mating net can be avoided only at ruinous 
material cost. 
 
And after 16...Re8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4b1rDwD} 
{0pDkhQDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDwgwDwD} 
{DwHPDw)w} 
{P)PDwDB)} 
{DwDw$RDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
most effective is 17.Qe6+ Kc7 18.Nb5#.  
 



The note at Black’s 19th move errs in the line 
19...Qxd3: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDw4kD} 
{0pDbhwDp} 
{wDwDpDpD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDwDN!wD} 
{Dw)qDw)w} 
{P)wDwDB)} 
{$wDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
In that case 20.Nc5 Qb5 21.Qd6 does not 
win a piece as claimed, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDw4kD} 
{0pDbhwDp} 
{wDw!pDpD} 
{DqHwDpDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw)wDw)w} 
{P)wDwDB)} 
{$wDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
since Black has 21...Bc6!, when if 22.Qxe7? 
Rfe8 23.Qd6 Bxg2+ 24.Kg2 Rbd8 25.Qe5 
Rd5 regaining the piece with advantage, and 
the best White has is 22.Nxe6 Bxg2+ 
23.Kxg2 Rfe8, with a more or less even 
position. Instead, White wins much as in the 
actual game with 20.Nf6+!, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDw4kD} 
{0pDbhwDp} 
{wDwDpHpD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDwDw!wD} 
{Dw)qDw)w} 
{P)wDwDB)} 
{$wDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
giving Black the unhappy choice of 20...Rxf6 
21.Qxb8+i or 20...Kf7 21.Rad1i. 
 
Game 80, Taimanov-Geller: While ultimately 
it would probably not have made a difference, 
it bears mentioning that at move 36, Black, 
instead of 36...Kg8??, could have put up better 
resistance with 36...Re7. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwD} 
{DRDn4piw} 
{pDw0wDpD} 
{Dw0P0w)w} 
{bDPDPDwD} 
{)wDwDQ)B} 
{wDwDwHwD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
White must then content himself with winning 
a pawn, e.g. 37.Ra7 Qc8 38.Ng4 Qb8 (else 
39.Nf6) 39.Rxa6 Bb3 40.Ne3, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w1wDwDwD} 
{DwDn4piw} 
{RDw0wDpD} 
{Dw0P0w)w} 
{wDPDPDwD} 
{)bDwHQ)B} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

and though technically lost, Black has better 
chances of holding on than in the game 
continuation, which lost quickly. 
 
Game 81, Najdorf-Kotov: At Black’s 35th 
move,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDwD} 
{Dp4wiw0w} 
{phwDwDpD} 
{Dw)wDpDw} 
{w)wDpDwD} 
{)wDnHwDw} 
{wDRHK)P)} 
{DwDRDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the suggested 35...Ke6 is actually no better 
than the text move 35...Nf4+. Black cannot 
defend both his Nb6 and e-pawn, viz. 36.f3! 
(Bronstein’s 36.g3 is unnecessarily slow) 
36...Nf4+ 37.Kf2 Nd3+ 38.Kg1 Nd5 
39.Nxd5 Kxd5 40.fxe4+ fxe4  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDwD} 
{Dp4wDw0w} 
{pDwDwDpD} 
{Dw)kDwDw} 
{w)wDpDwD} 
{)wDnDwDw} 
{wDRHwDP)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
41.Nxe4! Kxe4 42.Re2+ Kd4 43.Red2i. 
 
Game 84, Szabó-Euwe: In the note variation 
7.e4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rhw1kDw4} 
{0bDpgp0p} 
{w0wDphwD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDP)PDwD} 
{DwHBDNDw} 
{P)wDw)P)} 
{$wGQIwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
the line 7...cxd4 8.cxd4 Bb4 9.e5 Ne4 
10.Qc2, originally read “7...Bb4 8.e5 Ne4 
9.Qc2.” The moves 7...cxd4 8.Nxd4 were 
added to make the variation legal.  
 
Game 85, Stahlberg-Szabó: At White’s 12th 
move, note variation b1 misses a lethal 
tactical shot. After 12.h3 exd5 13.exd5 Bf5 
14.g4 c4 15.Bxc4 Nac5 16.Qa3 Bd3 
17.Bxc5 Nxc5 18.Qxc5 Rc8 19.Qb5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDr1w4kD} 
{0pDwDpgp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DQDPDwDw} 
{wDBDwDPD} 
{DwHbDwDP} 
{P)wHw)wD} 
{$wDwIwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
instead of the note’s 19...a6, Black has 
19...Rxc4!, when if 20.Nxc4 Bxc3+ 21.bxc3 
Qe2+, 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{0pDw1pDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DQDPDwDw} 
{wDNDwDPD} 
{Dw)bDwDP} 
{PDwDw)wD} 
{$wDwIwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
and to avoid mate White has to play 22.Ne3, 
losing his queen.  
 
Game 88, Geller-Najdorf: In the note at 
Black’s 33rd move, 33...a4 turns out to be a 
much worse gamble than Najdorf thought. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{4wDwDp0w} 
{wgw0wDwD} 
{Dw1N0PDw} 
{pDwDPDw0} 
{DPDwDwDP} 
{wDPDQDPI} 
{$wDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
As Bronstein points out, 34.Qg4! provides an 
immediate refutation, viz. 34...Qf2 (else 35.f6 
g6 36.Qxh4i) 35.f6 Qg3+ 36.Qxg3 hxg3+ 
37.Kxg3 axb3 38.Rxa7 Bxa7 39.cxb3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{gwDwDp0w} 
{wDw0w)wD} 
{DwDN0wDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DPDwDwIP} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
with a very easily won ending for White. Also 
good is 34.f6!, which essentially transposes 
after 34...Qf2 35.Qg4 etc.  
 
Even accepting Najdorf’s main note line of 
33...a4 34.Qd4 (much better is 34.Qf2, 
contrary to the note),   
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{4wDwDp0w} 
{wgw0wDwD} 
{DwDN0PDw} 
{p)w1PDw0} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{wDPDQDPI} 
{$wDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White has a quick win with 35.Rf1! Qb2 (else 
34.c3 traps the queen) 36.f6 g6 37.Qd2 Kh7 
38.Qg5i.  
 
The next note is perhaps correct to 
recommend 34.Qg4, but that move is not 
nearly so decisive as indicated. After 
34...Bd8 35.Ra4 Ra8 36.b4,  
 
 
 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwgwDkD} 
{DwDwDp0w} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{0wDN0PDw} 
{R)wDPDQ0} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{wDPDw1PI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 36...Qxc2?? as given (about +5.48), but 
36...Rb8!, and while Black is worse (about 
+0.65), there is no clear win in sight.  
 
Game 93, Taimanov-Keres: The note at 
Black’s 23rd move is only half-right: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{0w4wDp0w} 
{w0wDpDw0} 
{hwDqDwDw} 
{wDw)wDRD} 
{)w)QDwDP} 
{wDwHw)PD} 
{Dw$wDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
If it were White’s move, 24.Qg3, attacking 
both the g-pawn and the Rc7, would be a 
serious threat, but 24.Rxg7+ would not: after 
24...Kxg7 25.Qg3+ Qg5! 26.Qxc7 Qxd2, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDwD} 
{0w!wDpiw} 
{w0wDpDw0} 
{hwDwDwDw} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{)w)wDwDP} 
{wDw1w)PD} 
{Dw$wDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White would find himself down a piece. 
 
The concluding note was corrected:  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{0wDwDw0w} 
{RDwDwDw0} 
{0wDwDPDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{)wDwDwDP} 
{wDwDwDwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
In its original form it had 40...Rb1+ 41.Kf2 
here; clearly 40...Rb2+ 41.Kg1 was omitted.  
 
Game 96, Averbakh-Kotov: The note at 
Black’s 43rd move has two errors. After 
44.Be3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4ni} 
{DpDwDwDp} 
{wDw0wDw4} 
{0w0w0wgw} 
{wDPDP0KD} 
{DwDwGPDw} 
{P)w!NDwD} 
{DwDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

there is no reason for Black to play 44...Be7; 
instead 44...fxe3 is obviously best. However, 
if 44...Be7 is played, then after 45.Bxf4 exf4 
46.Nxf4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4ni} 
{DpDwgwDp} 
{wDw0wDw4} 
{0w0wDwDw} 
{wDPDPHKD} 
{DwDwDPDw} 
{P)w!wDwD} 
{DwDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 46...Rh4+?; that allows White to get out of 
serious danger by 47.Kg3 Rhxf4 48.Qxf4!? 
Rxf4 Kxf4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDni} 
{DpDwgwDp} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{0w0wDwDw} 
{wDPDPIwD} 
{DwDwDPDw} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{DwDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and White may well draw or even win the 
ending.  
 
Instead, 46...Nf6+! wins,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4wi} 
{DpDwgwDp} 
{wDw0whw4} 
{0w0wDwDw} 
{wDPDPHKD} 
{DwDwDPDw} 
{P)w!wDwD} 
{DwDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
viz. 47.Kg3 Rg8+ 48.Kf2 Rh2+ 49.Ke3 
Rxd2 Kxd2, and Black is a clear piece up. 
 
Game 98, Euwe-Stahlberg: Euwe’s beautiful 
combination might not have worked out so 
well had Black played differently at move 20. 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{DwDw0pgp} 
{phPDbhpD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DPHwDw)P} 
{wDwDP)BD} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
The text move, 20...Rc8, made it impossible 
to capture White’s b-pawn after 21.a5 Na8 
22.Na4, because if 22...Bxb3 White had 
23.Nb6!,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{nDrDwDkD} 
{DwDw0pgp} 
{pHPDwhpD} 
{)w0wDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DbDwDw)P} 
{wDwDP)BD} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

attacking the rook. If instead Black had played 
20...Rf8!?, then after 21.a5 Na8 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{nDwDw4kD} 
{DwDw0pgp} 
{pDPDbhpD} 
{)w0wDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPHwDw)P} 
{wDwDP)BD} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White has little choice but to defend the b-
pawn with 22.Rb1, and after, say, 22...Rb8 
23.Na4 Rb5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{nDwDwDkD} 
{DwDw0pgp} 
{pDPDbhpD} 
{)r0wDwDw} 
{NDwDwDwD} 
{DPDwDw)P} 
{wDwDP)BD} 
{DRDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the position is by no means clearly favorable 
to White as in the game continuation; Rybka 
considers it virtually even. 
 
The long variation at Black’s 26th move can 
be tweaked. After 26...Bxg2 27.Kxg2 Rxc6 
28.Rc1! Re6  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDw0pgp} 
{nDwDrDpD} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPDwDw)w} 
{wDwDP)KD} 
{Dw$wDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than the note’s good but slow 29.b4, 
White can win in a hurry with 29.Rc8+! Bf8 
30.Rd1,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDRDwgkD} 
{DwDw0pDp} 
{nDwDrDpD} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPDwDw)w} 
{wDwDP)KD} 
{DwDRDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when if 30...Rd6 31.Rxd6 exd6 32.Ra8 Nb5 
33.a6 the knight has to give itself up, while on 
other moves the bishop is lost and Black can’t 
grab enough pawns to compensate, e.g. 
30...Rxe2 31.Rdd8 Kg7 32.Rxf8 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDRDw$wD} 
{DwDw0pip} 
{nDwDwDpD} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPDwDw)w} 
{wDwDr)KD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 



and 32...Ra2 33.Rg8+ Kh6 (33...Kf6?? 
34.Rc6+) 34.Rge8 Rxa5 35.Ra8 Nc7 
36.Rxa5 Nxe8i, or 32...Rb2 33.Rg8+ Kh6 
34.Rc4 Rxb3 35.Rh4+ Kg5 36.Rxh7 Ra3 
37.Rxf7i. 
 
Game 100, Kotov-Szabó: The note at White’s 
30th goes wrong on the last move. After 
30.Rxa5 Rxa5 31.Qxa5 Qh1+ 32.Nc1, Black 
must not play 32...Qxg2,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDw0whwD} 
{!N0P0wDw} 
{wDPDP0pD} 
{DwDwDPgw} 
{P)wDwDqD} 
{DKHwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
which would allow a draw by 33.Qxc7 gxf3 
(33...Qxf3?? 34.Nxd6i) 34.Nxd6 Bh4 
35.Qd8+ Kh7 36.Qe7+ Kg8 37.Qe6+ etc.  
 
Instead, the winning move is 32...gxf3!, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDw0whwD} 
{!N0P0wDw} 
{wDPDP0wD} 
{DwDwDpgw} 
{P)wDwDPD} 
{DKHwDwDq} 
vllllllllV 
 
when if 33.Qxc7? fxg2 34.Nxd6 g1Q etc. 
winning; therefore 33.gxf3 Qxf3 34.Nc3 (not 
34.Qxc7?? Qxe4+) 34...Qh1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDw0whwD} 
{!w0P0wDw} 
{wDPDP0wD} 
{DwHwDwgw} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{DKHwDwDq} 
vllllllllV 
 
and White will not be able to stop the f-pawn 
without fatal material loss. 
 
Game 102, Smyslov-Petrosian: Smyslov’s 
handling of the endgame was less than 
optimal, as he seemed most concerned with 
making enough checks to reach time control 
rather than finding the best move. This is most 
apparent perhaps at move 30, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDwDw0w} 
{w0wDwDw0} 
{DwDwDQDw} 
{qDp)wDwD} 
{Gn)wDPDw} 
{wDwDwIP)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
where his 30.Qc8+ threw away most or all of 
White’s advantage, according to Rybka. By 
coincidence or design, the same position was 
reached in a correspondence game, Herzel-

Dzhesiuk, which according to Tim Harding 
was played on board 90 of a 100-board team 
match between German and Soviet players 
begun in 1957. White improved on Smyslov’s 
play, and Rybka largely agrees with his 
continuation: 
 
30.Qf8+ Kh7 31.d5  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw!wD} 
{0wDwDw0k} 
{w0wDwDw0} 
{DwDPDwDw} 
{qDpDwDwD} 
{Gn)wDPDw} 
{wDwDwIP)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
With the queen on f8, the bishop is defended, 
so White has time to advance the pawn. 
31...Na5 32.Qf5+ Kh8 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwi} 
{0wDwDw0w} 
{w0wDwDw0} 
{hwDPDQDw} 
{qDpDwDwD} 
{Gw)wDPDw} 
{wDwDwIP)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
 33.Bb4 (even better is 33.d6, since if 
33...Qxa3? 34.Qc8+ Kh7 d7i) 33...Qd1 
34.h4 Qd2+ 35.Kg3 Qe1+ 36.Kg4 Qd2 
37.g3 Qd3  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwi} 
{0wDwDw0w} 
{w0wDwDw0} 
{hwDPDQDw} 
{wGpDwDK)} 
{Dw)qDP)w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
38.d6 g6 39.Qf8+ Kh7 40.Qf7+ Kh8  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwi} 
{0wDwDQDw} 
{w0w)wDp0} 
{hwDwDwDw} 
{wGpDwDK)} 
{Dw)qDP)w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
41.Bxa5! Qxd6 42.Bb4 Qd2  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwdwi} 
{0wDwDQDw} 
{w0wDwDp0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wGpDwDK)} 
{Dw)wDP)w} 
{wDw1wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
43.Bf8 1-0.  
 

As pointed out in our footnote to the game, 
Petrosian’s much-praised 46…Qe5 should not 
have worked.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDPGw0k} 
{w0wDwDw0} 
{DwDQ1wDw} 
{wDpDwDKD} 
{Dw)nDPDw} 
{wDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Instead of 47.Qxd3+?, as actually played, 
Smyslov had 47.Qd6! which wins in all 
variations, for example:  
 
(a) 47...h5+ 48.Kh4 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDPGw0k} 
{w0w!wDwD} 
{DwDw1wDp} 
{wDpDwDwI} 
{Dw)nDPDw} 
{wDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Now we see the main point of 47.Qd6: the 
white h-pawn is defended. After 48...Qe1+ 
49.Kxh5 Black has no more useful checks, 
and cannot stop the pawn from queening. The 
relatively best try is 49...Ne5 50.d8Q g6+ 
51.Qxg6+ (better than 51.Kg5 Nf7+) 
51...Nxg6 52.Bf6 Nf4+ 53.Kg4 and White 
will win easily.  
 
(b) 47...Qa5 48.Kg3 (better than the 
immediate 48.d8Q Ne5+ 49.Kg3 Nf7) 
48...Nc5  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDPGw0k} 
{w0w!wDw0} 
{1whwDwDw} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{Dw)wDPIw} 
{wDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
49.Bf6! (better than 49.d8Q Nb7) 49...Nxd7 
(if 49...gxf6 50.Qe7+ Kg6 51.d8Q and mate 
shortly) 50.Qxd7 Kg6 51.Qxg7+ Kf5  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDwDw!w} 
{w0wDwGw0} 
{1wDwDkDw} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{Dw)wDPIw} 
{wDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
52.Qf7! and Black must give up his queen to 
forestall mate. 
 
(c) 47...Qxc3 48.d8Q Ne5+ 49.Kh3 Nf7 
 
  
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw!wDwD} 
{0wDwGn0k} 
{w0w!wDw0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{Dw1wDPDK} 
{wDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
50.Qd4i. 
 
Game 103, Keres-Najdorf: In the note 
variation at White’s 20th move, after 20.Qg4 
h5 21.Qg5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4w1w4kD} 
{0whwDwgw} 
{w0wDwDpD} 
{Dw0w0w!p} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwDbGw)P} 
{P)wDw)BD} 
{$wDN$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Najdorf’s recommended 21...Qd6 is incorrect. 
Better instead 21...Bf6 or 21...Qxg5, because 
after 21...Qd6 22.Nc3! restores White to at 
least equality.  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDw4kD} 
{0whwDwgw} 
{w0w1wDpD} 
{Dw0w0w!p} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwHbGw)P} 
{P)wDw)BD} 
{$wDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
If then 22...Rf5, as Najdorf envisioned, the 
queen avoids the planned trap by 23.Qh4 Bf6 
24.Ne4! – showing the drawback of having 
the queen on d6 – and if 24...Bxh4? 25.Nxd6 
Bd8 26.Nxf5i. Or if 22...Ne6 23.Bd5=, or 
22...Bf6 23.Qh6 and Black has nothing better 
than repeating moves with 23...Bg7. Finally if 
22...Bxc4 23.Be4 Bf7 24.Rad1 Qe6 25.Qh4 
and White’s kingside pressure compensates 
for the pawn minus.  
 
In the note to White’s 25th move, after 
25.Rxa7 Ne6 26.Be7 Rf7, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{$wDwGrgp} 
{w0wDnDpD} 
{Dw0w0wDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DbDwHw)P} 
{w)wDw)BD} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
27.Bd6?, as given in the note, is not at all 
forced. Instead 27.Rea1! maintains equality, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{$wDwGrgp} 
{w0wDnDpD} 
{Dw0w0wDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DbDwHw)P} 
{w)wDw)BD} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

viz. if 27...Bf8 simply 28.Bxf8=, or if 
27...Re8 28.R1a3=, or 27...Nd4 28.Ra8=. 
 
Game 104, Reshevsky-Taimanov: 31...g5 does 
not deserve the “well played” given it. 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwhkD} 
{DbDwDpDp} 
{w1wDwhwD} 
{DwDpDP0w} 
{wDp)wDPD} 
{!wHwGwDP} 
{wDBDw)wD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
It was actually a blunder, and Reshevsky 
could have capitalized with 32.Na4! Qd8 (if 
32...Qa7 to keep aiming at the d-pawn, then 
33.Qe7 Kg7 [not 33...N8d7?? 34.Nc5!, or 
33...N6d7 34.Qxg5+) 34.Bxg5 Qxd4 
35.Bxf6+ Qxf6 36.Qxb7i) 33.Bxg5, 
winning the pawn cleanly with a much better 
position. 
 
While the note at White’s 36th move is correct 
to fault 36.Bd2? and recommend 36.Ba4!, 
two of its lines can be improved significantly. 
After 36.Ba4 Qa8, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{qDb!whwD} 
{DwDwDpiw} 
{wDwDwhw0} 
{DwHpDP0w} 
{BDp)wDPD} 
{DwDwGwDP} 
{wDwDw)wD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not the slow 37.Bd2 but 37.Qc7! threatening 
38.Bc6, winning the bishop. Black is then 
virtually in Zugzwang, e.g. if 38...Ba6 
39.Bc6 Qc8 40.Qb6i, or 37...c3 38.Kg2! 
and either 38...c2 39.Bxc2, or 38...Ba6 
39.Ne6+! Nxe6 40.fxe6 Qg8 41.e7 etc. 
 
In that note’s variation 36.Ba4 Qa8 37.Bd2 
N8h7, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{qDb!wDwD} 
{DwDwDpin} 
{wDwDwhw0} 
{DwHpDP0w} 
{BDp)wDPD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{wDwGw)wD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
much stronger than 38.Ba5 is first 38.Qc7!, 
preventing 38...Qb8 and making the threat of 
Bd2-a5-c6, winning the queen, far more 
effective. 
 
Finally, in analysis of the final position, the 
line 41.f3 Qe2+ 42.Kg3 Nh7 does not win for 
Black as implied.  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDQDwDwD} 
{DwDwDpin} 
{wDwDwDw0} 
{DwDpDP0w} 
{wGp)wDPD} 
{DwDwDPIP} 
{wDwDqDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

White can immediately force a draw by 
43.f6+ Nxf6 44.Bf8+ Kh7 45.Qf5+ Kg8 
46.Bxh6 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwdkD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDwDwhwG} 
{DwDpDQ0w} 
{wDp)wDPD} 
{DwDwDPIP} 
{wDwDqDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
forcing Black into perpetual check with 
46...Qe1+ 47.Kg2 Qe2+ etc., draw.  
 
Game 110, Geller-Szabó: The note at Black’s 
12th move can be improved in a couple of 
places. In the sub-variation 12...bxa3 13.Bxa3 
Re8 14.Nd6 Re6, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDb1wDkD} 
{0wDnDp0p} 
{w0wHrhwD} 
{gwDpDwDw} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{GwDB)NDw} 
{wDwDQ)P)} 
{$wDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
far stronger than 15.Ng5 is 15.Nxf7!, when if 
15...Kxf7 16.Ng5+ Kg8 17.Nxe6 Qe8 
18.Nc7i, or if 15...Qe8 16.N3g5 Rc6 
17.Qf3 (threatening 18.Qxd5! Nxd5 
19.Bxh7#) 17...Ne4 18.Nxe4 Qxf7 
19.Qxf7+ Kxf7 20.Nd6+ Rxd6 (if 20...Kg8 
21.Rac1 Rxc1 22.Rxc1 and the Bc8 is lost) 
21.Bxd6i. 
 
In the variation 12...Ne4 13.axb4 Bxb4 
14.Rxa7 Rxa7 15.Nxa7 Bb7 16.Bb2 Qb8 
17.Nb5 Rc8 18.Ne5 Nxe5 19.dxe5 Nc3,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w1rDwDkD} 
{DbDwDp0p} 
{w0wDwDwD} 
{DNDp)wDw} 
{wgwDwDwD} 
{DwhB)wDw} 
{wGwDQ)P)} 
{DwDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White can improve on 20.Bxc3 by 20.Qh5! 
g6 (if 20...Ne4 21.e6) 21.Qh4 Nxb5 22.Qxb4 
Nc7 23.f4i.  
 
At White’s 31st move, while Najdorf is correct 
to fault 31.f5?, his supposedly winning line 
may actually not win. After 31.Qd4 g6 32.e6 
does not deserve the “!” given it,   
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDqDwDkD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDwDPDpD} 
{0pDwDwDp} 
{wDw!w)w)} 
{)whB)wDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 



because instead of 32...fxe6? Black can play 
32...Qxe6!?,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDwDqDpD} 
{0pDwDwDp} 
{wDw!w)w)} 
{)whB)wDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and after 33.f5 Qc6 White has only a small 
advantage (about +0.63 per Rybka), while if 
33.Qxc3 Black can grab pawns and force 
complications, viz.33...Qxe3+ 34.Kh1 b4 
35.axb4 axb4 36.Qc8+ (or 36.Qc4 Qe1+ 
37.Kh2 [if 37.Bf1 b3=] 37...Qxh4+ 38.Kg1 
Qe1+ etc., draw) 36...Kh7 37.Qc4 
Qe1+38.Bf1 Qxh4+ 39.Kg1 Qe7, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw1pDk} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DwDwDwDp} 
{w0QDw)wD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{DwDwDBIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and again it will be hard for White to win.  
 
Instead, White can have a much easier time of 
it after 31.Qd4 g6, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDqDwDkD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{0pDw)wDp} 
{wDw!w)w)} 
{)whB)wDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
by (instead 32.e6) first playing 32.Kh2!,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDqDwDkD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{0pDw)wDp} 
{wDw!w)w)} 
{)whB)wDw} 
{wDwDwDPI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
removing the king from the dangers of 
...Qc1+. Black now can do nothing useful, 
and is practically in Zugzwang, reduced to 
waiting moves, which allows White leisurely 
to mobilize his kingside pawn majority, 
against which Black can do little. An 
illustrative continuation is 32...a4 33.e4 Qg4 
34.g3! (preventing both ...Qxh4+ and 
...Qxf4+) 
 
 
 
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DpDw)wDp} 
{pDw!P)q)} 
{)whBDw)w} 
{wDwDwDwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
34...Ne2 35.Qe3 Nc3 36.f5! gxf5 37.exf5 
Nd1 38.Qb6 Nb2 39.Qxb5 Nxd3 
40.Qxd3i. 
 
Game 111, Kotov-Euwe: In the note to 
Black’s 14th move, the line 14...Qb8 15.Qb3 
c6 16.e4 N5f6 17.Bf4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{b1wDkgw4} 
{DwDnDp0p} 
{wDpDphwD} 
{DpDwDwDw} 
{wDwDPGwD} 
{HQDNDw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the moves 17...e5? 18.Nxe5!! Nxe5 19.Nc4!! 
do not deserve so much punctuation.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{b1wDkgw4} 
{DwDwDp0p} 
{wDpDwhwD} 
{DpDwhwDw} 
{wDNDPGwD} 
{DQDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Instead of 19...Nfd7??, which does lose, 
matters are far less clear after 19...Nfg4!? 
20.h3 g5!? 21.Bxg5 (21.Nxe5 Nxe5 22.Bxg4 
Bd6 is likewise unclear, perhaps slightly 
better for Black) 21...Nxc4  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{b1wDkgw4} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{DpDwDwGw} 
{wDnDPDnD} 
{DQDwDw)P} 
{w)wDw)BD} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
22.Rd8+ Qxd8 23.Bxd8 Kxd8 24.hxg4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{bDwiwgw4} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{wDpDwDwD} 
{DpDwDwDw} 
{wDnDPDPD} 
{DQDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)BD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
reaching an unclear position where, with a 
rook and two minor pieces for queen and 
pawn, Black seems in no danger of losing 
with reasonable caution. 
 

Game 112, Boleslavsky-Stahlberg: In note (b) 
to move 5, after 5.Qg4 Kf8 6.Nf3 cxd4 
7.Nxd4 Qa5 8.Bd2 Nc6 9.a3 f5 
(Bogatirchuk-Botvinnik Moscow 1927),  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDwin4} 
{0pDwDw0p} 
{wDnDpDwD} 
{1wDp)pDw} 
{wgwHwDQD} 
{)wHwDwDw} 
{w)PGw)P)} 
{$wDwIBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
it is unclear why Black is considered better. 
Rybka sees White better after 10.Nxc6! fxg4 
(not 10...bxc6?? 11.Qxb4+) 11.Nxa5 Bxa5 
12.h3 gxh3 13.Rxh3,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDwin4} 
{0pDwDw0p} 
{wDwDpDwD} 
{gwDp)wDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{)wHwDwDR} 
{w)PGw)PD} 
{$wDwIBDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
probably because of Black’s more or less 
permanently bad bishop.  
 
Game 113, Stahlberg-Kotov: Both Stahlberg 
and Najdorf missed a shot at move 34: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDr1rDwD} 
{0pDnDwip} 
{wDw0wgbD} 
{Dw0PDpDw} 
{wDPDpHw)} 
{)PHwDw)w} 
{wDBDQ)wD} 
{DwDw$RIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Stronger than the text move 34.Ne6+ was 
34.Nxe4! fxe4 35.Ne6+ Rxe6 36.dxe6 Ne5 
37.Bxe4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDr1wDwD} 
{0pDwDwip} 
{wDw0PgbD} 
{Dw0whwDw} 
{wDPDBDw)} 
{)PDwDw)w} 
{wDwDQ)wD} 
{DwDw$RIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when with a rook and three pawns for bishop 
and knight, and a vulnerable black king, 
White has turned the tables and stands better. 
Oddly, Najdorf’s note at move 35 reached this 
same position by transposition, but he did not 
recognize that the same opportunity had 
occurred the move before in the actual game. 
 
To avoid all this, on the move before, rather 
than 33...Re8, 
 
 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDr1w4wD} 
{0pDnDwip} 
{wDw0wgbD} 
{Dw0PDpDw} 
{wDPDpHw)} 
{)PHwDw)w} 
{wDBDQ)wD} 
{DwDw$RIw} 
vllllllllV 
Black should have played 33...Qe7 or 
33…Kf8, eliminating the possibility of the 
Ne6+ fork. 
 
The second variation in the note at move 45 
can be improved at two points. After 45.Kf1,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDw4} 
{0pDwDwDw} 
{wDw0wDkD} 
{Dw0wDpDq} 
{wDPgp!wD} 
{)PDwDw)w} 
{wDBDw)wD} 
{DwDRDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
best is not 45...Qf3 but the quiet 45...Kg7!, 
the point of which is to remove the king from 
a potential check from d6. If then 46.Qxd6?? 
Qf3o, so White is reduced to waiting 
moves, while Black becomes active. An 
illustrative line is 46.b4 Be5 47.Qh4 (if 
47.Qe3 Qg4 48.Kg1 Qh3 forcing 49.Bxe4 
fxe4 50.Qxe4 Qh2+ 51.Kf1 Qh1+ o) 
47...Qxh4 48.gxh4 Rxh4 49.bxc5 dxc5 
reaching a position more favorable to Black 
than in the game, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0pDwDwiw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw0wgpDw} 
{wDPDpDw4} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{wDBDw)wD} 
{DwDRDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
viz. 50.Rd7+ Kf6 51.Rxb7 Rh2 52.Rxa7 e3 
53.fxe3 Rxc2o. 
 
Further on in the note line, after 45...Qf3 
46.Qxf3 exf3 47.Kg1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDw4} 
{0pDwDwDw} 
{wDw0wDkD} 
{Dw0wDpDw} 
{wDPgwDwD} 
{)PDwDp)w} 
{wDBDw)wD} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
much better than Najdorf’s 47...Rh3 is 
47...Re8!,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDwD} 
{0pDwDwDw} 
{wDw0wDkD} 
{Dw0wDpDw} 
{wDPgwDwD} 
{)PDwDp)w} 
{wDBDw)wD} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 

 
viz. (a) 48.Bd3 Kg5 49.Rf1 f4 50.gxf4+ (if 
50.g4 Re2! 51.Bxe2 fxe2 52.Re1 f3o) 
50...Kxf4 51.Rc1 Rg8+ 52.Kf1 Rg2 53.Rc2 
Bxf2 54.Rxf2 Ke3o, or (b) 48.g4 Re2 
49.Bxf5+ Kg5 50.Rf1 Kf4 51.Bd3 (if 
51.Bc8 Bxf2+! 52.Rxf2 Kg3 forcing 
53.Rxf3+ Kxf3o) 51...Kxg4! 52.Bxe2 fxe2 
53.Re1 Kf3o. 
 
Game 114, Euwe-Geller: 
 
Euwe, Geller, and Najdorf all overlooked an 
amazing saving resource for White in this 
game at move 56. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wDwD} 
{DpDwDw!p} 
{pHpDwDwD} 
{)w)wDwDw} 
{w)w0wDwD} 
{DwDwgRDP} 
{wDwDPDKD} 
{Dw1wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Instead of 56.Rf1? as played, White could 
have drawn with 56.Rf7!!. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wDwD} 
{DpDwDR!p} 
{pHpDwDwD} 
{)w)wDwDw} 
{w)w0wDwD} 
{DwDwgwDP} 
{wDwDPDKD} 
{Dw1wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
There are only two ways to defend against the 
deadly threat of 57.Rxb7+ and mate quickly: 
first 56...Qg1+ 57.Kf3  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wDwD} 
{DpDwDR!p} 
{pHpDwDwD} 
{)w)wDwDw} 
{w)w0wDwD} 
{DwDwgKDP} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwDwDw1w} 
vllllllllV 
 
and then either (a) 57...Qxg7 58.Rxg7 Bd2 
59.Rxh7 Bxb4 60.h4 Bxa5 (not 60...Bxc5? 
61.Nd7+),  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wDwD} 
{DpDwDwDR} 
{pHpDwDwD} 
{gw)wDwDw} 
{wDw0wDw)} 
{DwDwDKDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
reaching a position Rybka considers drawn, or 
(b) definitely forcing the draw by perpetual 
check with 57...Qf1+ 58.Kg3 Bf4+ 59.Kh4 
Qf2+ 60.Kg4 h5+: 
 
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wDwD} 
{DpDwDR!w} 
{pHpDwDwD} 
{)w)wDwDp} 
{w)w0wgKD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{wDwDP1wD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Bronstein and Euwe both reached this point in 
their books, but reached no definite 
conclusion. Rybka, however, sees that 
61.Kxh5 Qxe2+ 62.Kh4 Qe1+ 63.Kh5 
Qe2+ etc. is drawn.  
 
Next move, after 56...Qc1-d2, Euwe did play 
57.Rf7,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wDwD} 
{DpDwDR!p} 
{pHpDwDwD} 
{)w)wDwDw} 
{w)w0wDwD} 
{DwDwgwDP} 
{wDw1PDKD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
  
but too late; with the black queen now on d2 
Geller had 57...Qxe2+ and a forced win.  
 
The drawing chance was possible because 
Geller, on the move before, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wDwD} 
{DpDwDw!p} 
{pHpDwDwD} 
{)w)wDwDw} 
{w)w0wgwD} 
{DwDwDRDP} 
{wDwDPDKD} 
{Dw1wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
had played 55...Bf4-e3? allowing the rook 
access to f7. Instead, Black could have kept 
control with 55...h5, 55...Ka7, or best of all 
55...Qd2!, when play might continue 56.Rf2 
(if 56.Qxh7 d3!o) 56...Qe3 (threatening 
57...Qe4+o)  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wDwD} 
{DpDwDw!p} 
{pHpDwDwD} 
{)w)wDwDw} 
{w)w0wgwD} 
{DwDw1wDP} 
{wDwDP$KD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
57.Nc4 (or 57.Qg4 Bc7 58.Qf3 Qd2 59.Qf5 
h6 60.Qe6 h5 61.Qf5 Qxb4 and if now 
62.Qxh5?? Rg8+o) 57...Qe6 (threatening 
both ...Qxc4 and ...Rg8) 58.Rxf4 Qxe2+ 
59.Rf2 Qxc4o. 
 
Game 115, Szabó-Smyslov: The note at move 
27 is correct to fault 27.Nxc4, but it misses 
the best line. 
 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wgkD} 
{0whnDw0w} 
{wDwDw0q0} 
{)pDw)wDw} 
{wDpDwDwG} 
{Dw!wHNDw} 
{w)wDw)P)} 
{$wDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rather than 27.b3, best is 27.exf6 Nxf6 (if 
27...gxf6? then 28.Nxc4 bxc4 29.Qxc4+ Kg7 
30.Qxc7) 28.Ne5 Qe8 29.Bxf6 gxf6 
30.N5g4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4qgkD} 
{0whwDwDw} 
{wDwDw0w0} 
{)pDwDwDw} 
{wDpDwDND} 
{Dw!wHwDw} 
{w)wDw)P)} 
{$wDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when not only will White win the f-pawn, but 
have good attacking prospects against the 
exposed black king. This is considerably more 
advantageous than Najdorf’s suggested line 
27.b3 Nxe5 28.Nxe5 Rxd1+ 29.Rxd1 fxe5 
30.bxc4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwgkD} 
{0whwDw0w} 
{wDwDwDq0} 
{)pDw0wDw} 
{wDPDwDwG} 
{Dw!wHwDw} 
{wDwDw)P)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
because here, rather than 30...bxc4?! 
31.Qxc4+ Ne6 32.Ng4 as given, Black can 
improve with 30...Qe6!? and White’s 
advantage (if any) is very small, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwgkD} 
{0whwDw0w} 
{wDwDqDw0} 
{)pDw0wDw} 
{wDPDwDwG} 
{Dw!wHwDw} 
{wDwDw)P)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
e.g. 31.Bg3 Re8, or 31.cxb5 Nxb5, or 31.c5? 
Na6.  
 
Game 117, Petrosian-Reshevsky: It bears 
mentioning that in the note to White’s 27th 
move, the sub-variation 27.Nh3 e5 28.Nxe5 
Bxe5 29.Qxe5 Rfe8 is perhaps not as strong 
for Black as Najdorf thought.  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4rDkD} 
{0bDwDwDn} 
{w0wDwDqD} 
{hw0w!wDp} 
{wDwDwDw)} 
{Dw)wDw)N} 
{P)wDwDBI} 
{$wGw$wDw} 
vllllllllV 

 
He says Black wins here with no further 
analysis, apparently believing White must lose 
a rook, or queen for rook. However, matters 
are not so clear after 30.Qc7!?:  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4rDkD} 
{0b!wDwDn} 
{w0wDwDqD} 
{hw0wDwDp} 
{wDwDwDw)} 
{Dw)wDw)N} 
{P)wDwDBI} 
{$wGw$wDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
If then 30...Rxe1? 31.Qxd8+ with advantage 
for White; therefore Black must enter the long 
forced line 30...Nf6 31.Rxe8+ Qxe8  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4qDkD} 
{0b!wDwDw} 
{w0wDwhwD} 
{hw0wDwDp} 
{wDwDwDw)} 
{Dw)wDw)N} 
{P)wDwDBI} 
{$wGwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
32.Nf2 (forced; not 32.Bxb7?? Ng4+ 33.Kh1 
Rd1+ and mate shortly, or 32.Qf4 Ng4+ 
33.Kh1 Rd1+ 34.Ng1 Kh8! 35.Bxb7 Nxb7 
36.Qf3 Nd6!o) 32...Bxg2 33.Bh6 Rd7 
34.Qf4 Rf7 35.Kxg2 Ne4 36.Re1 Rxf4 
37.Bxf4 Qb5 38.Rxe4 Qxb2, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDwDwDw} 
{w0wDwDwD} 
{hw0wDwDp} 
{wDwDRGw)} 
{Dw)wDw)w} 
{P1wDwHKD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black stands better but has no 
immediate win. 
 
Game 119, Taimanov-Gligoric: The note at 
Black’s 16th move is correct to fault 16...Kb8,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wgw4} 
{0pDwDpDp} 
{wDnDwDwD} 
{DwHq0pDw} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{DwDwDNDw} 
{P)wDw)P)} 
{Dw$Q$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
but it’s interesting to note that besides the 
given line 17.Qa4 exd4 18.Na6+, White can 
actually force a draw by 17.Nxe5! Nxe5 
18.Rxe5! Qxe5 19.Qb3 – 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiw4wgw4} 
{0pDwDpDp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwHw1pDw} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{DQDwDwDw} 
{P)wDw)P)} 
{Dw$wDwIw} 
vllllllllV 

 
threatening both 20.Qxb7# and 20.dxe5 and 
thus forcing Black’s reply – 15...Qe7, and 
now White has perpetual check: 20.Na6+ 
Ka8 21.Nc7+ etc. 
 
Game 120, Gligoric-Najdorf: Several 
improvements are possible in the long note at 
the end of the game. In line (a), the sub-
variation 28...Qxb4 29.Nxe4 fxe4 30.Qxa6 
Bd8 31.Bh6 Rf7, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwgwDkD} 
{DwDwDrDp} 
{QDw0w0bG} 
{)wDP0wDw} 
{w1wDpDwD} 
{DwDwDw)P} 
{w)wDwDBI} 
{DwDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
while the move given, 32.Rc1, is good 
enough to win, far stronger is 32.Qc8!, viz. 
32...Qxa5 33.Qe6 Be7 (if 33...Qc7 34.Qe8+) 
34.Rxf6 Qd8 35.Rxg6+ hxg6 36.Qxg6+ etc. 
 
In the same line, the sub-variation 28...Qxb4 
29.Nxe4 fxe4 30.Qxa6 Bd8 31.Bh6 Re8 
32.Qa7, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwgrDkD} 
{!wDwDwDp} 
{wDw0w0bG} 
{)wDP0wDw} 
{w1wDpDwD} 
{DwDwDw)P} 
{w)wDwDBI} 
{DwDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not the disastrous 32…Re7?? but 32...Be7!, 
when Black has some slight hope. 
 
In the main line of note (c), after 28...Nxg3! 
29.Kxg3 f4+ 30.Bxf4 exf4+ 31.Rxf4 f5 
32.Qe6+ Kg7 33.Nc4 Qc7, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4wD} 
{Dw1wgwip} 
{pDw0QDbD} 
{)wDPDpDw} 
{w)NDw$wD} 
{DwDwDwIP} 
{w)wDwDBD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White should avoid 34.Ne3 in favor of 
34.Nb6, 34.Qe1 or 34.Qe3. The reason is 
that after 34.Ne3?, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4wD} 
{Dw1wgwip} 
{pDw0QDbD} 
{)wDPDpDw} 
{w)wDw$wD} 
{DwDwHwIP} 
{w)wDwDBD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White’s queen is hemmed in, and rather than 
34...Bg5? as given, Black wins with 34...Rf6! 



forcing 35.Nxf5+ Bxf5 36.Qe1 or Qe2, and 
Black is up a bishop for two pawns. 
 
Game 121, Bronstein-Petrosian: It appears 
that White missed a chance to win a pawn. At 
move 22, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDk4rDnD} 
{0p1bDwgw} 
{wDwDp0w0} 
{Dw0w)wDw} 
{wDPDw)wD} 
{DNHBDwDw} 
{P)wDQDPD} 
{DKDRDwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
instead of 22.Nb5, there was the long but 
forcing line 22.Ne4 fxe5 (if 22...b6? 
23.Nd6+) 23.Nexc5 exf4 (not 23...b6?? 
24.Bb7+ Kb8 25.Na6+) 24.Be4 Bc6 
25.Rxd8+ Rxd8 26.Bxc6 Qxc6 27.Qxe6+ 
Qxe6 28.Nxe6 Rd7 29.Nbc5 Rf7 30.Rf1 b6 
31.Nd3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDkDwDnD} 
{0wDwDrgw} 
{w0wDNDw0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDPDw0wD} 
{DwDNDwDw} 
{P)wDwDPD} 
{DKDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and after taking the f-pawn White will be a 
pawn up with reasonable winning chances. 
 
Game 122, Reshevsky-Averbakh: In the note 
at move 35, in the variation 36.Bxc5 g5 
37.Bxf8 gxh4 38.Qh6 Rxf8 39.Nf5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1w4kD} 
{DwhwDbDw} 
{wDwDw0w!} 
{DpDPhNDw} 
{pDwDPDw0} 
{)wDBDwDw} 
{w)wDNDPD} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
White does not yet have a forced mate as 
claimed; Black can prevent it by 39...Ne8, 
though then he is still clearly lost after 
40.Ned4 followed by 41.Rf4 or 41.Bxb5. 
 
It is odd that at move 36 Najdorf, having just 
pointed out the move before how White 
threatened 36.Bxc5, does not still see it as the 
strongest move. 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDrgkD} 
{DwhqDbDw} 
{wDwDw0pD} 
{Dp0PhwDw} 
{pDwDPDw$} 
{)wDBGwHw} 
{w)w!NDPD} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 The move actually played, 36.Rxf6, could 
have been strongly met by 36...Be7!, an 
illustrative continuation being 37.Rff4 Rad8 
38.Rh3 Nxd5 39.exd5 Qxd5 40.Bxb5 Qxd2 

41.Bxd2 Rxd2 42.Bxe8 Bxe8 43.Re4 Bd6 
44.Nc3 Rxb2, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDbDkD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwgwDpD} 
{Dw0whwDw} 
{pDwDRDwD} 
{)wHwDwHR} 
{w4wDwDPD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
when Black’s bishops and passed pawn amply 
compensate for the exchange. Instead, after 
36.Bxc5!, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDrgkD} 
{DwhqDbDw} 
{wDwDw0pD} 
{DpGPhwDw} 
{pDwDPDw$} 
{)wDBDwHw} 
{w)w!NDPD} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
Black must simply submit to losing the pawn 
by 36...Bg7, since if 36...Bxc5?? 37.Qh6i, 
or if 36...g5 then 37.Rxf6!,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDrgkD} 
{DwhqDbDw} 
{wDwDw$wD} 
{DpGPhw0w} 
{pDwDPDw$} 
{)wDBDwHw} 
{w)w!NDPD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
when a likely line is 37...gxh4 38.Qg5+ Bg6 
39.Nf5 Ra6 40.Rxf8+ Rxf8 41.Ne7+ Kh7 
42.Qxe5 Raf6 43.Nxg6 Kxg6 44.Bxf8 Rxf8 
45.Nf4+ Kh7 46.d6 Ne8 47.Qh5+ Kg8 
48.Bxb5 etc., winning. After 36.Bxc5 Bg7 
White is in much better shape than he would 
have been after 36.Rxf6?! Be7!. 
 
Game 123, Keres-Szabó: It is worth noting 
that at move 22, Keres could have avoided 
loss of a second pawn.  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1w4kD} 
{DpDwDp0p} 
{pDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDpDQD} 
{DwDwDNHw} 
{P)rDwDP)} 
{$wDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
Instead of the immediate 22.Qxe4, he had a 
finessing Zwischenzug in 22.Nh5! g6 
23.Qxe4. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1w4kD} 
{DpDwDpDp} 
{pDwDwDpD} 
{DwDwDwDN} 
{wDwDQDwD} 
{DwDwDNDw} 
{P)rDwDP)} 
{$wDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
If now 23...Rxb2?? 24.Qe5 (threatening mate) 
24...gxh5 25.Qxb2, and of course if 
23...gxh5?? 24.Qxc2. That leaves mainly 

23...Rc6 24.Nf4 when unlike the game White 
keeps his b-pawn, or 23...Rf2 24.Qe3 Rc7 
25.Qb3 Rc6 26.Nf4, and again White keeps 
the pawn.    
 
The note variation at move 27 is perhaps not 
as dangerous for White as thought. After 
27.Qg4 Rxg2,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDkD} 
{DpDwDp0p} 
{pDwDw1wD} 
{DwDwDNDw} 
{wDwDwDQD} 
{DwDwDNDP} 
{PDwDwDrD} 
{$wDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than risk loss with 28.Kxg2?!, White 
can force a draw with 28.Nh6+! and either (a) 
28...Kh8 (if 28...Qxh6?! 29.Kxg2 Black has 
three for the piece, rather than four as in the 
note line) 29.Nxf7+ Kg8 30.Nh6+ Kh8 
31.Nf7+ etc., or (b) 28...Kf8 29.Qb4+ Re7 
30.Rd1 Rd2 31.Rxd2 Qxf3+ 32.Kh2 gxh6 
33.Rd8+ Kg7 34.Qxe7 Qf2+ 35.Kh1 Qf1+ 
etc. 
 
Game 124, Smyslov-Euwe: In the sacrificial 
variation of the note to move 11, Rybka thinks 
that Black can wriggle out of his difficulties. 
After 11.Nxc6 bxc6 12.Bxc6 Bf5 13.Qf3 
Rc8 14.Bc3, Rybka sees 14...h5! as a key 
move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDr1kgw4} 
{0wDn0p0w} 
{wDBDwDwd} 
{DwDwDbDp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwGwDQ)w} 
{P)PDw)w)} 
{$wDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
both supporting Bf5-g4 and allowing Rh8-h6. 
Best play then goes something like either (a) 
15.Ba4 Bg4 16.Qe4 Qb6 17.Rfe1 Rh6 
18.Bxg7 Rd6 (not 18...Bxg7?? 19.Qxe7#) 
19.Bc3 e6:  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDkgwD} 
{0wDnDpDw} 
{w1w4pDwD} 
{DwDwDwDp} 
{BDwDQDbD} 
{DwGwDw)w} 
{P)PDw)w)} 
{$wDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
or (b) 15.Rfd1 Bg4 16.Qe4 Rh6 17.Ba4 
Qb6 18.Rd2 Rd6 19.Rxd6 Qxd6:  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDkgwD} 
{0wDn0p0w} 
{wDw1wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDp} 
{BDwDQDbD} 
{DwGwDw)w} 
{P)PDw)w)} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 



in either case with Black having decent 
chances to disentangle his position and make 
his extra piece count. 
 
In the note to move 16, after 16...c5 17.Rad1 
Bd6 18.Rxd6 Rxd6 19.Nxc5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDkDwDw4} 
{0p1wDw0b} 
{whw4w0w0} 
{GwHw0wDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwDwDQ)w} 
{P)wDw)B)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rybka sees 19...Qxc5 20.Qxb7+ not as 
“complicated play” but suicide for Black, viz. 
20...Kd8 21.Bxb6+ Qxb6 22.Qa8+ Kc7 
23.Qxh8 Qb4 (23...Qxb2?? 24.Qxh7) 24.Rf1 
Bd3 25.Rd1 Rd7 26.b3i: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDw!} 
{0wirDw0w} 
{wDwDw0w0} 
{DwDw0wDw} 
{w1PDwDwD} 
{DPDbDw)w} 
{PDwDw)B)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Instead, better is 19...Rc6!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDkDwDw4} 
{0p1wDw0b} 
{whrDw0w0} 
{GwHw0wDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwDwDQ)w} 
{P)wDw)B)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when White has compensation for the 
exchange, but certainly not a winning 
advantage. 
 
The note at move 19 contains a blunder. After 
19...g5 20.Bh3+ Kb8 21.Rad1 Rxd1 
22.Rxd1,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wiwDwgw4} 
{0pDw1wDb} 
{whpDw0w0} 
{GwDw0w0w} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DNDwDw)B} 
{P)wDQ)w)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 22...Bg7?? as given, but 22...f5!, when an 
illustrative continuation is 23.Nc5 Bg7 (not 
23...Qxc5?? 24.Bb4! Qxb4 25.Qxe5+ Bd6 
26.Qxh8+ Nc8 27.Qxh7i) 24.Qe3 Rd8 
25.Rxd8+ Qxd8 26.Ne6 Qe7 27.Nxg7 Qxg7 
28.Bxb6 axb6 29.Qxb6 with a roughly even 
game. 
 
Both variations in the note to Black’s 24th 
move can be greatly improved. In the line 
24...Qc7 25.Bxf8 Rxf8, 

 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{winDw4wD} 
{0p1wDwDb} 
{wDpDwDp0} 
{DwDw0pDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DNDw!w)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 26.Qxh6 which merely restores 
material equality, White can play 26.Nc5!,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{winDw4wD} 
{0p1wDwDb} 
{wDpDwDp0} 
{DwHw0pDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwDw!w)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
threatening both 27.Rd7 and 27.Ne6, forcing 
26...Rd8 27.Rxd8 Qxd8 28.Qxe5+ Ka8 
29.Qg7 Qe7 30.Qxh6 and White is up a 
pawn with the better game to boot. 
 
In the other line of that note, after 24...Qf6 
25.Bc3 Bg7 26.Nc5 Rd8,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{win4wDwD} 
{0pDwDwgb} 
{wDpDw1p0} 
{DwHw0pDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwGw!w)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
there are four moves far better than the given 
27.Rxd8, which yields only a relatively small 
advantage (+1.39). The four best (with their 
Rybka evaluations) are:  
 
(a) 27.Nd7+ (+5.61), 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{win4wDwD} 
{0pDNDwgb} 
{wDpDw1p0} 
{DwDw0pDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwGw!w)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
when if 27...Ka8 28.Nxf6, or if 27...Rxd7 
28.Rxd7 and Black still cannot answer all the 
further threats such as 28.f4 and 28.Rxg7 
Qxg7 29.Bxe5+. 
 
(b) 27.Rd7 (+4.52),  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{win4wDwD} 
{0pDRDwgb} 
{wDpDw1p0} 
{DwHw0pDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwGw!w)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

viz. 27...Re8 (of course if 27...Rxd7?? 
28.Nxd7+) 28.Rxb7+ Ka8  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{kDnDrDwD} 
{0RDwDwgb} 
{wDpDw1p0} 
{DwHw0pDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwGw!w)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and White can choose from at least a dozen 
winning continuations, e.g. (b1) 29.Bg2i, 
(b2) 29.Rb8+ Kxb8 30.Nd7+i, (b3) 
29.Ba5 Re7 30.Bc7 Rxc7 31.Rxc7i, to 
mention only three. 
 
(c) 27.Bxe5+ (+4.67), 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{win4wDwD} 
{0pDwDwgb} 
{wDpDw1p0} 
{DwHwGpDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwDw!w)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
27...Qxe5 28.Rxd8i. 
 
(d) 27.Qxe5+ (+5.03), 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{win4wDwD} 
{0pDwDwgb} 
{wDpDw1p0} 
{DwHw!pDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwGwDw)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
27...Qxe5 28.Bxe5+ Bxe5 29.Rxd8i. 
 
While Smyslov did miss the best move 
(29.Bg2) at move 29, his 29.Qc5 does not 
deserve the “?” given it. It was two later 
moves that really prolonged the game. One 
came here, at move 30: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{kDwDwDw4} 
{0wDRDwgb} 
{whpDw1p0} 
{Dw!w0pDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwGwDw)B} 
{P)wDw)w)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
where instead of 30.Rxg7, more quickly 
decisive was 30.Rc7!, viz. 30...Rc8 31.Bxe5 
Rxc7 (if 31...Qxe5?? 32.Qxc6+) 32.Bxf6 
Bxf6 33.Qf8+ Kb7 34.Qxf6 Nxc4 35.Qe6 
Nb6 (not 35...Nxb2?? 36.Qb3+) 36.Bg2i.  
 
Then further on, at move 39, as Bronstein 
points out,  
 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDnDwDwD} 
{0kDwDbDw} 
{wDpDqDp0} 
{)w!wDwDw} 
{wDPGwDwD} 
{DPDwDw)w} 
{wDwDw)wD} 
{DwDwDBIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 39.Bg2, Smyslov could have 
forced resignation with 39.a6+ Kxa6 
40.Qb4i. Rybka also finds the quickly 
decisive 39.Be5 Qd7 (if 39...Ne7 40.a6+ 
Kc8 41.Qxa7 Qxe5 42.Qb7+ Kd8 43.a7 and 
44.a8Q) 40.Qb4+ Nb6 41.axb6i.  
 
Game 126, Kotov-Boleslavsky: At move 39, it 
goes unnoticed that Black missed a chance to 
wrap up the game much earlier than he did.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{wDwDnDpD} 
{Dw0qDwDw} 
{w0wDw)wD} 
{DPDw$w)w} 
{PDQDwDw)} 
{DwDwIwHw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Instead of 39...Qd4?!, he had 39...Nd4! which 
is virtually decisive.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{Dw0qDwDw} 
{w0whw)wD} 
{DPDw$w)w} 
{PDQDwDw)} 
{DwDwIwHw} 
vllllllllV 
 
If then 40.Qd3? Qg2 41.Ne2 Nf3+o, or 
40.Qf2/Qb2? Nf5o, or 40.Qd2 c4 41.bxc4 
Qxc4 42.Kf2 Ra8o, leaving only 40.Qe4 
Qa8 41.Qxa8 Rxa8 42.Kd1 Rxa2,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{w0whw)wD} 
{DPDw$w)w} 
{rDwDwDw)} 
{DwDKDwHw} 
vllllllllV 
and White must either lose the h-pawn as well 
(if 43.h3?? Ra1+), or play 43.Ne2 Rxe2 
44.Rxe2 Nxe2 45.Kxe2 creating an 
elementary king-and-pawn ending easily won 
for Black. 
 
This is especially important since after 
39...Qd4?! White could have greatly improved 
his chances with 40.Kf2! (instead of 
40.Qe2?),  
 
 
 
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{wDwDnDpD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{w0w1w)wD} 
{DPDw$w)w} 
{PDQDwIw)} 
{DwDwDwHw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black is still better but has a much 
harder time finding a win (about -0.50 per 
Rybka). 
 
Game 127, Boleslavsky-Geller: The note at 
Black’s 7th move, in the line 7...Nxd4 8.Qxd4 
Bxf3 9.Bb5+ Nd7 10.0–0 10...Bh5 11.Qd5 
Qb6+ 12.Rf2 Bg6 13.Be3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDkgw4} 
{0pDn0p0p} 
{w1w0wDbD} 
{DBDQDwDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwHwGw)w} 
{P)PDw$w)} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
correctly gives a question mark to 13...Qxe3?, 
but fails to mention that after 13...Qc7! the 
game is more or less even. 
 
The note at move 14 makes a surprisingly big 
mistake. After 14.Ncxb5 Rb8 15.Nc3 Nxf3!! 
16.Nxf3 Nxe4 17.Nxe4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4w1w4kD} 
{0wDb0pgp} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDNDP)} 
{DwDwGNDw} 
{P)P!wDwD} 
{DKDRDBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
the move given, 17...Bxb2, does not lead to a 
clear win after 18.Qf2!. However, Black does 
have a quick forced win with 17...Rxb2+! 
18.Ka1/Kc1 Rb1+! 19.Kxb1 Qb8+, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w1wDw4kD} 
{0wDb0pgp} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDNDP)} 
{DwDwGNDw} 
{PDP!wDwD} 
{DKDRDBDR} 
vllllllllV 
and all White can do is fling pieces onto the b-
file to postpone mate for a few moves.  
 
The note at move 18 can be improved at two 
points. After 18.Nb3  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{0wDb0pDp} 
{wDw0whpD} 
{DpDwhwDw} 
{wDwDPDP)} 
{1N)w!PDw} 
{PDPDwDwD} 
{DKDRDBDR} 
vllllllllV 

 
18...Rb8 is too slow; Black must play 18...a5 
immediately. This is seen after the note’s 
further moves 19.Be2 a5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{DwDb0pDp} 
{wDw0whpD} 
{0pDwhwDw} 
{wDwDPDP)} 
{1N)w!PDw} 
{PDPDBDwD} 
{DKDRDwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
where Najdorf overlooks the strong forcing 
line 20.g5! Nh5 (not 20...Ne8? 21.Qa7 Rd8 
22.Qxa5i) 21.f4 Nc4 22.Bxc4 bxc4 
23.Qa7! Rd8 24.Qxa5 Qxa5 25.Nxa5 Nxf4 
26.Rd2y.  
 
At move 23, while Najdorf’s recommendation 
23.Be2 is probably best, the text move 23.a3 
is probably not the decisive error he believes 
it to be. After 23.a3 bxa3+, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDkD} 
{0wDb0pDw} 
{wDw0whpD} 
{DwDwhwDw} 
{wDwHPDPD} 
{0wDwDPDw} 
{wIPDwDwD} 
{DwDRDBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
neither Rybka nor Bronstein see any winning 
advantage for Black if White plays 24.Ka2 or 
Ka1, either of which eliminates the petite 
combinaison beginning with 24...Nxf3. As 
Bronstein explains it, Boleslavsky played 
24.Kxa3? because he hallucinated that after 
24...Nxf3 25.Nxf3 Rc3+,   
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDb0pDw} 
{wDw0whpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDPDPD} 
{Iw4wDNDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwDRDBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
he could defend everything with 26.Rd3, 
which is of course illegal. 
 
An interesting resource goes unmentioned at 
move 27 for White. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDb0pDw} 
{wDw0whpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDPDPD} 
{DwDwDrDw} 
{wIPDwDwD} 
{DwDRDBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
Instead of 27.e5 Nxg4 as actually played, 
Rybka indicates that White can get back to 
equality with 27.g5!? Nxe4 28.Bg2 Rf4 
29.Bxe4 Rxe4 30.Rhe1 Rxe1 31.Rxe1, 



 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDb0pDw} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wIPDwDwD} 
{DwDw$wDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when whether Black defends his e-pawn with 
31...e6, Be6, or Kf8 (but not 31...e5? 
32.Rd1!), White continues 32.Ra1 and 
33.Rxa7 when material is technically even. 
Black may be able to get two passed pawns, 
but according to Dowd they would not get far, 
and in any event White’s drawing chances 
would be much greater than in the actual 
game.  
 
Game 129, Euwe-Keres: The final note is 
incorrect to claim that White can win a pawn. 
After 27.Rxd6 Qxd6 28.Qxa7 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDwD} 
{!wDwDpDk} 
{wDw1bDp0} 
{DpDwDwDw} 
{wDwDRDwD} 
{)wDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 28...Qd1+, but 28...Rd7! and White 
cannot hold the pawn after either (a) 29.Qe3 
Qd1+ 30.Bf1 Bc4 31.Qe1 Bxf1 32.Qxf1 
Qc2 33.Re5 Rd1 34.Re1 Rxe1 35.Qxe1 
Qxb2, or (b) 29.Qa5 Qd2! (instead of the 
note’s 29...Qc7) 30.Qxd2 (not 30.Qxb5?? 
Qc1+ 31.Bf1 Bh3o) 30...Rxd2 31.h4 
(31.b4?? Rd1+ 32.Bf1 Bh3o) 31...Rxb2.  
 
If instead White tries 28.Qxb5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDwD} 
{0wDwDpDk} 
{wDw1bDp0} 
{DQDwDwDw} 
{wDwDRDwD} 
{)wDwDw)w} 
{w)wDw)B)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
then after 28...Qd1+ 29.Bf1 Qc1 (threatening 
...Bh3 and ...Rd1o) about the best White 
has is perpetual check by 30.Rxe6 fxe6 
31.Qb7+ Kg8 32.Qe7 Rd1 33.Qxe6+ Kg7 
34.Qe7+ Kg8 35.Qe8+ etc. 
 
White’s winning chances probably 
disappeared earlier, back at move 22, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1w4wD} 
{0wDwDpDk} 
{w4w)bhp0} 
{Dp0wDwDw} 
{wDwDw!wD} 
{DwHwDw)w} 
{P)wDw)B)} 
{DwDR$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

with 22.a3?!. Bronstein recommends 22.b3, 
while Rybka prefers 22.h4 or h3. 
 
Game 132, Petrosian-Gligoric: An interesting 
shot goes unmentioned at moves 17 and 18. 
  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDb1w4kD} 
{0p0wDwDp} 
{nDP0whwD} 
{DwDP0wDw} 
{wDwDP0wg} 
{DwHwDPDw} 
{P)w!NDw)} 
{DKDRDBGR} 
vllllllllV 
 
While the text 17...cxb7 is quite good, also 
very strong is 17...Nxf4!, with two main 
continuations:  
(a) 17... exf4  18.Bd4 bxc6 19.Rg1+ Kh8 (if 
19...Kf7? 20.Qxf4 c5 21.Be3 and 22.Qxh4 in 
most lines.) 20.dxc6 Nb4 21.Qxf4 Nxc6 
22.Qh6 Rf7 23.Bc4 Nxd4 24.Bxf7 Ng4 
(threatening 25.Qg7#) 25.fxg4i. 
(b) 17...Nxe4 18.Nxe4 Rxf4 19.Be3 Rf7 
20.cxb7 Bxb7 21.Rg1+ Kh8 22.Bh3 Bc8 
23.Be6 Bxe6 24.dxe6 Rf8 25.Bh6 Rg8 
26.Bg5 Bxg5 27.Nxg5 Rxg5 28.Qxg5 Qxg5 
29.Rxg5i. 
 
After 17.cxb7 Bxb7, 18.Nxf4! is not only 
strong but by far best, much better than the 
text 18.Ng3. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1w4kD} 
{0b0wDwDp} 
{nDw0whwD} 
{DwDP0wDw} 
{wDwDPHwg} 
{DwHwDPDw} 
{P)w!wDw)} 
{DKDRDBGR} 
vllllllllV 
 
Illustrative lines:  
 
(a) 18...exf4 19.Bd4 Ne8 20.Rg1+ Kf7 
21.Qxf4+ Bf6 22.Qh6 Rh8 23.Bh3 Nc5 (if 
23...Bc8 24.Qh5+ Kf8 25.Be6 Bxe6 
26.dxe6 Qe7 27.Qh6+ Bg7 28.Bxg7+ Nxg7 
29.Nd5i) 24.e5 Bxe5 25.Bxe5 dxe5 
26.Be6+ Nxe6 (or 26...Ke7 27.Rg7+) 
27.dxe6+ Ke7 28.Qh4+ Kxe6 29.Rxd8i. 
(b) 18...Nxe4 19.Nxe4 Rxf4 20.Be3 Rf7 etc. 
as in line (b) above. This powerful, decisive 
blow went unnoticed by Petrosian, Gligoric, 
Najdorf, Bronstein, and Euwe. 
 
At the doubly crucial 37th move, for White, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwi} 
{Dw0wDwDp} 
{wDwhwDbD} 
{4wDP0wDw} 
{wDw4P0w)} 
{DwHwDPDw} 
{P)RDw!wD} 
{DK$wDBDw} 
vllllllllV 
Najdorf’s recommendation of 37.b3 is 
certainly better than the text 37.Ne2?, but it is 
just one of at least a dozen moves that are 
good enough to win, with 37.a3, Qh2, and 
Qe1 considered best by Rybka.  
 

After 37.Ne2? Rxe4! is indeed best for Black, 
but White has a resource that may at least 
hold the draw. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwi} 
{Dw0wDwDp} 
{wDwhwDbD} 
{4wDP0wDw} 
{wDwDr0w)} 
{DwDwDPDw} 
{P)RDN!wD} 
{DK$wDBDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rather than the automatic recapture 38.fxe4, 
best is 38.h5!. Rybka then gives best play as 
proceeding 38…Bf5 39.Bh3!: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwi} 
{Dw0wDwDp} 
{wDwhwDwD} 
{4wDP0bDP} 
{wDwDr0wD} 
{DwDwDPDB} 
{P)RDN!wD} 
{DK$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
This shows the point of the preceding moves: 
the dangerous black bishop now must either 
let itself be deflected, or in some lines 
exchanged. Now either (a) 39...Bxh3?! 
40.fxe4 Nxe4 41.Qe1 Qxd5 42.b3 Bf5 
43.Kb2 f3 44.Rd1 f2 (not 44...Qa8?! 45.Rd8+ 
Qxd8 46.Qxa5 fxe2? 47.Qxe5+ Kg8 
48.Rxe2) 45.Qf1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwi} 
{Dw0wDwDp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{4wDq0bDP} 
{wDwDnDwD} 
{DPDwDwDw} 
{PIRDN0wD} 
{DwDRDQDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
reaching a position that admittedly looks very 
awkward for White, but Rybka rates as even; 
or (b) 39...Rea4 40.Nc3 (not 40.Bxf5?! Rxa2) 
40...Bxc2+ 41.Qxc2 Rb4 42.b3,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwi} 
{Dw0wDwDp} 
{wDwhwDwD} 
{4wDP0wDP} 
{w4wDw0wD} 
{DPHwDPDB} 
{PDQDwDwD} 
{DK$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
likewise considered even. A third alternative, 
(c) the speculative 39...Rxa2?!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwi} 
{Dw0wDwDp} 
{wDwhwDwD} 
{DwDP0bDP} 
{wDwDr0wD} 
{DwDwDPDB} 
{r)RDN!wD} 
{DK$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 



is answered by 40.Nc3! (not 40.Kxa2?? Qa8+ 
41.Kb1 Ra4o) 41...Rxb2+ (not 41...Ra5? 
42.Bxf5) 42.Kxb2 Rb4+ 43.Ka1 Bxh3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwi} 
{Dw0wDwDp} 
{wDwhwDwD} 
{DwDP0wDP} 
{w4wDw0wD} 
{DwHwDPDb} 
{wDRDw!wD} 
{Iw$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
reaching a position Rybka sees as slightly in 
White’s favor (+0.59). In any event, these 
variations confirm that 37...Rxe4! was Black’s 
best try; it is just not ultimately as much in 
Black’s favor as Najdorf thought. Again, 
along with Najdorf, neither Bronstein nor 
Euwe considered 38.h5! in their analyses, 
looking only at 38.fxe4.  
 
Game 134, Taimanov-Petrosian: While the 
note at move 23 is correct to fault 23...c4??, 
the variation given does not save Black. After 
24.Rh3 g6 25.Qh6 Ra6! 26.Rg3 Nc8 27.h4 
Na7 28.h5 Rg7,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDqDkD} 
{hwDwDw4p} 
{rDwDbDp!} 
{DwDp)pDP} 
{pDp)w)wD} 
{Gw)wDw$w} 
{wDBDwDPD} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White actually has several ways to force a 
win, for example (a) 29.Bd6 – threatening 
30.Rxa4! Rxa4 31.Bxa4 Qxa4 32.hxg6 hxg6 
33.Rxg6 and wins – 29...Bd7 30.hxg6 Rxg6 
(for 30...hxg6 31.Rh3 Kf7 32.Bc5 see (b)) 
31.Rxg6+ hxg6 32.Kf2 Qf7 33.e6! Bxe6 
34.Be5 Qh7 35.Qg5  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{hwDwDwDq} 
{rDwDbDpD} 
{DwDpGp!w} 
{pDp)w)wD} 
{Dw)wDwDw} 
{wDBDwIPD} 
{$wDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and there is no defense to the many threats, 
e.g. 36.Qd8+, 36.Rh1, 36.Bxa4 etc. Or (b) 
29.hxg6 hxg6 30.Bc5 Bd7 31.Rh3 Kf7 
32.Qg5 Nc8 33.Rh6 Ne7 34.Bd1 Re6 
35.Bf3 Bc6 36.Rb1 Qd8 37.Rb6 etc. In the 
note variation, improvements for Black before 
move 28 may well be possible (for example 
27...Na7? seems especially bad); we leave that 
research to interested readers. 
 
Game 135, Gligoric-Averbakh: It bears 
mentioning that the note variation at move 22 
might do worse than just accomplish nothing 
for White. After 22.Bxa6?!,  
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDk4wDwD} 
{DpDwDpDw} 
{BDbDp0w0} 
{DwDwDwDq} 
{wDwhw)wD} 
{DwHwDw)w} 
{P)PDw!w)} 
{DwIRDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than the automatic 22...bxa6, Black 
may try 22...Qc5!?, preventing 23.Rxd4 and 
threatening 23...Nb3+, thus forcing 23.Bxb7+ 
Kxb7 when Black has a piece for two pawns 
and winning chances.  
 
Game 136, Bronstein-Szabó: Najdorf’s notes 
from move 37 on give a somewhat misleading 
impression, perhaps too favorable to 
Bronstein and unfair to Szabó. First, at move 
37, White is not threatening to win. Even 
giving him the extra move (i.e. omitting 
37...Bb8), after 38.Bb7 Nd6 39.Bc6  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDqDp0k} 
{QDBhpDw0} 
{DwDwgwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwGw)w} 
{wDwDw)K)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White is not winning; Black simply plays 
39...Qc8 and White has nothing better than 
40.Bb5 (not 40.Qxa7?? Qxc6+) 40...Qa8+ 
41.Kg1 Nxb5 42.axb5 Qf3 43.Qxa7 Qd1+ 
44.Kg2 Qd5+,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{!wDwDp0k} 
{wDwDpDw0} 
{DPDqgwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwGw)w} 
{wDwDw)K)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and White must allow either perpetual check 
or 45...Qxb5=.  
 
The note at Black’s 38th move is wrong to 
criticize 38...Nd6. It was not the losing move; 
that came later. Furthermore, the line given as 
correct is not: after 38...Ne7 39.Bb7 Nd5 
40.Bxa7 Bxa7 41.Qxa7 Qa4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{!BDwDp0k} 
{wDwDpDw0} 
{)wDnDwDw} 
{qDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{wDwDw)K)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 42.a6 allowing perpetual check, 
White retains his pawn and winning chances 
with 42.Ba6!, so that if 42...Qe4+ 43.Kg1 
Qe1+ 44.Bf1, and of course if 42...Qxa5?? 
Bd3+. 
 

The real losing move, on which neither 
Najdorf, Bronstein nor Euwe comment, came 
after 48.Bh5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wgwDqDwi} 
{0wDwDw0w} 
{PDwhp0w0} 
{DwDwDwDB} 
{wDwDwGwD} 
{DQDwDw)w} 
{wDwDw)K)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black played 48...Qg8??. Instead it 
appears 43...Qc6+! would have held, viz. 
44.Kg1 Qc8 45.Bg4 f5 46.Be2 Kh7 and 
Black can make waiting moves indefinitely, 
while White has no clear way to break 
through, and if one exists, it will be very hard 
to find. 
 
Game 137, Reshevsky-Euwe: The note at 
move 16 gives the impression that in the event 
of 16...Be6, the Wexler-Shocrón continuation 
is more or less forced. It is not at all, and can 
be improved at several points. First, after If 
16...Be6 17.Bd3 Rfd8 18.c4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wDkD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDqDbhwD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDPDPDwD} 
{)wDBDw!w} 
{wDwDw)P)} 
{$wGw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
18...Nxe4? is a definite mistake and entirely 
unnecessary. Black can maintain approximate 
equality with any of several reasonable 
moves, such as 18...Qd6, Rd7, or Ne8.  
 
Further on, after 18...Nxe4? 9.Bxe4 Qxe4 
20.Bg5 Qxc4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wDkD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{Dw0wDwGw} 
{wDqDwDwD} 
{)wDwDw!w} 
{wDwDw)P)} 
{$wDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
21.Rac1? is another mistake; White should 
play the immediate 21.Bxd8 Rxd8 22.Qc7 
and 22.Qxb7, ending up with the exchange 
for a pawn.  
 
The reason 21.Rac1? is such a mistake 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wDkD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{Dw0wDwGw} 
{wDqDwDwD} 
{)wDwDw!w} 
{wDwDw)P)} 
{Dw$w$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 



is that rather than 21...Qd5? as given, Black 
can play 21...Rd3!, and whether White trades 
queens or not, Black comes out two pawns 
ahead after the dust settles.  
 
Game 138, Keres-Stahlberg: The note at 
Black’s 31st move indicates that White can 
force a draw, implying that if Black avoids 
perpetual check by 32.Rfxf5 gxf5 33.Rxh5+ 
Kg6 34.Rg5+ Kh6, he will be in trouble after 
35.Qf3.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDw1wD} 
{0w4wDwDw} 
{w0wDPDwi} 
{DwDwDp$w} 
{wDwDwDw)} 
{)wDwDQDw} 
{w)wDwDPD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
However, Rybka says that then after 35...Kh7 
Black is in no real danger and even has some 
advantage (at least -1.25). Best play then 
probably goes something like 36.Rxf5 Qe8 
37.Kh2 Rg7, and it would seem that Black’s 
extra rook would eventually tell.  
 
Game 140, Geller-Kotov: The note at move 22 
is probably right to call 22...Nd3 more 
effective than the text move 22...Qg5, but 
does not follow it up in the most effective 
fashion. In the variation 22...Nd3 23.Qa1, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4rDkD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw0w1wDw} 
{bDwDPDwD} 
{)w)nDPDw} 
{BGw$wDP)} 
{!wDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
best is not 23...c5; Black gets only a relatively 
small advantage if White replies 24.Kh1 
instead of the note’s 24.Bb1??. Correct is 
23...Qg5! forcing White to give up the 
exchange with 24.Rxd3 Rxd3, since he loses 
even more with 24.Re2 Nf4 25.Rf2 Nh3+.  
 
And in the note’s other variation, 22...Nd3 
23.Qb1 c4 24.Kh1 Qc5 25.Re2? (better 
25.h3),   
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4rDkD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw1wDwDw} 
{bDpDPDwD} 
{)w)nDPDw} 
{BGwDRDP)} 
{DQDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 25...Re6, best is 25...Nf4, when 
again White must meekly give up the 
exchange, since if 26.Ref2 Rd1!!  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDkD} 
{0pDwDp0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw1wDwDw} 
{bDpDPhwD} 
{)w)wDPDw} 
{BGwDw$P)} 
{DQDrDRDK} 
vllllllllV 

 
27.Rxd1 Qxf2 28.Rg1 Nh3! 29.gxh3 Qxf3+ 
30.Rg2 Rxe4 31.Kg1 Bc6o.  
 
Game 142, Boleslavsky-Keres: The position at 
White’s 18th move is surprisingly unclear and 
complicated, and the note there contains 
several errors. In Najdorf’s main variation, 
beginning 18.Nf5 Bf6 (not best; see below) 
19.Ng5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wDkD} 
{Db1wDp0p} 
{pDwDwgwD} 
{hpDnDNHw} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{P)BDQ)PD} 
{$wGw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
no mention is made of what are probably the 
two best moves for Black, (a) 19...g6 
20.Nh6+ (if 20.Nxf7 Re8! 21.N7h6+ Kf8 
22.Be4 gxf5 23.Nxf5q) 20...Kg7=, and (b) 
19...Ne3!? 20.fxe3 (if 20.Nxe3 Bxg5) 20...d3 
21.Bxd3 Bxg5 22.e4 Bf6 23.Be3 Nc6=. 
 
In variation (b) of that note, after 18.Nf5 Bf6 
19.Ng5 Nb4 20.Nxh7 Be5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wDkD} 
{Db1wDp0N} 
{pDwDwDwD} 
{hpDwgNDw} 
{whw0wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{P)BDQ)PD} 
{$wGw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the note’s recommended 21.Ng5 is refuted by 
21...Re8! (instead of 21...Nxc2??) 22.Be4 
Bxe4 23.Nxe4 Nc2 24.Qg4 Qc6, and Black 
stands slightly better. Instead, White wins 
with 21.Qh5!  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wDkD} 
{Db1wDp0N} 
{pDwDwDwD} 
{hpDwgNDQ} 
{whw0wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{P)BDw)PD} 
{$wGw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
viz. 21...Nxc2 22.Rxe5 Qxe5 23.Nh6+ gxh6 
24.Qxe5 Kxh7 25.Qf5+ Kg8 26.Qxc2i.  
 
After 18.Nf5 Rybka considers Black’s best 
move to be 18...Bb4: 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wDkD} 
{Db1wDp0p} 
{pDwDwDwD} 
{hpDnDNDw} 
{wgw0wDwD} 
{DwDwDNDP} 
{P)BDQ)PD} 
{$wGw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Najdorf suggests 19.Qd3 “with extremely 
complicated play,” but Rybka (like Keres) 

does not shun complications, and says that 
then Black will stand better after 19...Bxe1 
20.Nh6+ Kf8 21.Nxe1 (not 21.Qxh7?? Bxf2+ 
22.Kxf2 Nf6 23.Qh8+ Ke7 24.Qxg7 
Qxc2+o) 21...Re8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDriwD} 
{Db1wDp0p} 
{pDwDwDwH} 
{hpDnDwDw} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{DwDQDwDP} 
{P)BDw)PD} 
{$wGwHwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
evaluated at about -1.35. Instead, White 
should simply move the attacked rook (see 
previous diagram): 19.Rd1 Re8 20.Qd3 Nf6 
21.N3xd4 Rac8  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDrDkD} 
{Db1wDp0p} 
{pDwDwhwD} 
{hpDwDNDw} 
{wgwHwDwD} 
{DwDQDwDP} 
{P)BDw)PD} 
{$wGRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
with a wide-open position about even, or 
perhaps slightly in Black’s favor.  
 
Game 145, Szabó-Gligoric: In the note at 
move 39, Najdorf says that 39.Bxe5 dxe5 
40.Rxe5 is inadequate because of 40...a5. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDrDkDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{0rDP$bDw} 
{w)wDwDwD} 
{)wDwDwDP} 
{wDwDwDBD} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
However, White then has 41.Bf1! followed by 
42.bxa5, which would make it very hard for 
Black to draw.  
 
The note at move 67 has a very definite 
mistake. After 67.Rb2 Rh3 68.b5 Rxh4 
69.b6?? is a major blunder, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w)wDwDwD} 
{DwDwiwDp} 
{wDwDwDw4} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w$wDwDwD} 
{DwDwIwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
allowing Black to win by 69...Rh1+! (rather 
than the note’s  69...Re4+), viz. 70.Kd2 Rh2+ 
71.Kc3 Rxb2 72.Kxb2 Kd6 73.b7 Kc7 
74.Kc3 h4 75.Kd3 h3 76.Ke2 h2, 
 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPiwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDKDw0} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and Black queens. Instead of 69.b6??, White 
should play, say, 69.Kf1 or 69.Rb3, drawing 
easily.  
 
Game 149, Taimanov-Szabó: Najdorf’s notes 
to this complicated game are on the whole 
commendably sound. A minor exception 
comes in the note to White’s 43rd move, in the 
sub-variation 43.Qd7 e3 44.Bg3 e2 45.Re1 
Qg4 46.Qf7 Qxd4+ 47.Kh1 Qd5 48.Rxe2 
Rc2 49.Qf2: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDw0k} 
{pDwDPDw0} 
{)pDqDwDw} 
{whwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwGw} 
{wDrDR!P)} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
The move given, 49...Qd1+, leads to only a 
relatively small advantage for Black. Instead, 
immediately winning is 49...Rc1+! 50.Re1 
Nd3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDw0k} 
{pDwDPDw0} 
{)pDqDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDnDwGw} 
{wDwDw!P)} 
{Dw4w$wDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
when major material loss is unavoidable. 
 
While the note to White’s 43rd, taken as a 
whole, seems to imply that 43.Qd7 loses, 
Rybka finds a drawing line Najdorf did not 
consider (nor did Bronstein or Euwe), 43.Qd7 
e3 44.Bxe3 Qe4 45.Rf3!: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDQDw0k} 
{pDwDPDw0} 
{)pDwDwDw} 
{whr)qDwD} 
{DwDwGRDw} 
{wDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Illustrative lines: (a) 45... Nd5 46.Bxh6! 
Qxd4+ 47.Be3 Rc1+ 48.Kf2 Rc2+ 49.Kg1 
Rc1+ etc.; (b) 45...Rc3 46.Bd2 Rxf3 47.gxf3 
Qb1+ 48.Kf2 Qc2 49.e7 Qxd2+ 50.Kf1 
Qd1+ 51.Kf2 Qd2+ etc.; (c) 45...Nc6 
46.Bxh6 Qxd4+ 47.Qxd4 Nxd4 48.Re3 
Rc1+ 49.Kf2 Rc2+ 50.Ke1 Nxe6 51.Rxe6 
gxh6 52.Rxa6 Rxg2 53.h4 Rh2 54.Rb6 Rxh4 

55.Rxb5 with a theoretical draw, according to 
the Nalimov tablebase.  
 
Najdorf is quite correct to point out that at 
White’s 48th move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw)w0k} 
{pDw!wDw0} 
{)pDwDwDw} 
{wDw)qDwD} 
{DwDnDRGP} 
{wDrDpDPD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the text 48.Qd7 should have lost to 48...Nf4!, 
and his analysis of that line is sound. 
However, he gives no alternate 
recommendation. Bronstein does, concluding 
that 48.e8Q Qxe8 49.Rxd3 e1Q+ 50.Bxe1 
Qxe1+ 51.Kh2 would draw. However, Rybka 
questions that, seeing that after 48.e8Q Qxe8 
49.Rxd3,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDqDwD} 
{DwDwDw0k} 
{pDw!wDw0} 
{)pDwDwDw} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{DwDRDwGP} 
{wDrDpDPD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black can improve with 49...Qe4!, when the 
mutually forced continuation is 50.Rf3 Rc1+ 
51.Kh2 Qb1 52.Bf2 Rh1+ 53.Kg3 e1Q 
54.Bxe1 Qxe1+ 55.Kg4 Qd2:  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDw0k} 
{pDw!wDw0} 
{)pDwDwDw} 
{wDw)wDKD} 
{DwDwDRDP} 
{wDw1wDPD} 
{DwDwDwDr} 
vllllllllV 
 
If now 56.Kg3?? Rg1 57.Rf2 Qe3+ 58.Rf3 
Qg5+ 59.Kf2 Qxg2+ 60.Ke3 Re1+ 61.Kd3 
Qxf3+ and mate. Therefore White is forced 
into 56.Qe5 Qxg2+ 57.Rg3 Qa8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{qDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDw0k} 
{pDwDwDw0} 
{)pDw!wDw} 
{wDw)wDKD} 
{DwDwDw$P} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDr} 
vllllllllV 
 
reaching a position Rybka rates at about –
1.75, with likely winning chances for Black, 
and which certainly cannot be considered 
drawn.  
 
Game 151, Bronstein-Stahlberg: In the note to 
move 21, after 21...Qxg2? 22.Rg1, 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4kD} 
{0pDwDp0w} 
{wDpDwDw0} 
{DwDp)QDP} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw)PDw} 
{P)wDwDqD} 
{DKDRDw$w} 
vllllllllV 
 
the follow-up move given, 23.Qf6, would be 
correct after 22...Qh2, but in the event of 
22...Qe2, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4kD} 
{0pDwDp0w} 
{wDpDwDw0} 
{DwDp)QDP} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw)PDw} 
{P)wDqDwD} 
{DKDRDw$w} 
vllllllllV 
 
it would be a serious mistake, viz. 23.Qf6?? 
Qxd1+! etc. Instead White wins with 
23.Rxh7+! Kxh7 24.Rg1+ etc. 
 
In the note to move 28, variation (b3), after 
28.Rxd5 Rxd5 29.Qxd5 Qh4 30.g3 Qxh5 
31.e6 Re7 32.g4 Qh4 33.Rc1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0pDw4w0w} 
{wDwDPDw0} 
{DwDQDpDw} 
{wDwDwDP1} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{DK$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the move given, 33...fxg4, is a serious mistake 
and not at all forced. Instead, Black holds with 
33...g6!, when if 34.gxf5 Qg5 35.Rf1 gxf5  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0pDw4wDw} 
{wDwDPDw0} 
{DwDQDp1w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{DKDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
36.Rxf5 Qg1+ 37.Kc2 Qg6 and Black gets 
back the pawn. Instead White must find 
36.Qd4!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0pDw4wDw} 
{wDwDPDw0} 
{DwDwDp1w} 
{wDw!wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{DKDwDRDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
(threatening 37.Rg1), leading to 36...Rg7 
37.Re1 Qe7 38.Qe5, 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0pDw1w4w} 
{wDwDPDw0} 
{DwDw!pDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{DKDw$wDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when White will take the f-pawn and retain 
winning chances, but not the easy win 
33...fxg4?? would allow. 
 
At Black’s 51st move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw4wiw} 
{pDwDP1wD} 
{DwDwDw0w} 
{pDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw$wDp} 
{K)wDwDw!} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the text move 51...Rb7 does not really 
deserve the “!” given it. By far Black’s best 
move at that point, and one which eluded 
Bronstein as well as Najdorf, was 51...a3!:  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw4wiw} 
{pDwDP1wD} 
{DwDwDw0w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDw$wDp} 
{K)wDwDw!} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Only two moves then are at all reasonable: (a) 
52.b3 Rxe6 53.Rxh3 Qb2+ 54.Qxb2+ axb2 
55.Kxb2 Kg6,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{pDwDrDkD} 
{DwDwDw0w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPDwDwDR} 
{wIwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
with a clearly won endgame for Black, or (b) 
52.Kxa3 g4! 53.Qd6 Rb7 54.Rb3 Rxb3+ 
55.Kxb3 h2 56.Qxh2 Qxe6+: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwiw} 
{pDwDqDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DKDwDwDw} 
{w)wDwDw!} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Queen endings are notoriously difficult, but 
according to the Nalimov tablebase this 
position is won for Black even if the black a-
pawn is removed. Presumably it is all the 
more won with the a-pawn present. 

 
By the same token, the later text move 53...a3 
does not deserve the “?” Najdorf gives it, as 
after 54.Kxa3 g4! (instead of 54...Rxe6 as 
actually played), Black has entered variation 
(b) above. 
 
Game 152, Reshevsky-Boleslavsky: White 
need not play into the losing line given in the 
note to move 20. After 20.Bxf8 Bxf8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwgkD} 
{0phwDpDp} 
{wDwHwDpD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDbDw)w} 
{RDwDw)B)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 21.Nxb7?, but 21.Rd2! and White is no 
worse than equal after the likely continuation 
21...c4 22.Nxc4 Bb4 (if 22...Bxc4 23.Rc2) 
23.Rxd3 Bxe1 24.Rd7 Ne8 25.Bd5 Nf6 
26.Bxf7+ Kf8 27.Rc7. 
 
Game 153, Keres-Kotov: The note at Black’s 
18th move can be significantly improved. 
After 18...Bxg2 19.Nxd8 Ba8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{bDrHqDkD} 
{0wDwgp0p} 
{w0wDphwD} 
{DwhwHwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPDw)w)w} 
{PGwDQ)w)} 
{Dw$RDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White gets only a small advantage (about 
+1.03) from the suggested 20.b4; much better 
is 20.Ndxf7!, putting White up the exchange 
and a pawn (about +2.90). 
 
Both variations in the note to move 20 can be 
improved. In line (a), after 20...Bxf6 21.e4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{w0qDpgwD} 
{DwhbDwDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DPDwDw)w} 
{PDwDQ)B)} 
{Dw$RDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black need not play into the losing line given; 
rather than 21...Bxe4, he has 21...Bxb3 
22.axb3 Rxd1+23.Rxd1 e5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{w0qDwgwD} 
{Dwhw0wDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DPDwDw)w} 
{wDwDQ)B)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

reaching a position where Black can resist for 
some time. In line (b), after 20...Bxg2 
21.Bxe7 Re8 22.Bxc5 Bf3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{w0qDpDwD} 
{DwGwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPDw)b)w} 
{PDwDQ)w)} 
{Dw$RDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the continuation given, beginning with 
23.Qb2, leads only to a small advantage 
(about +1.01), whereas with 23.Qd3! or 
23.Qd2! bxc5 24.Qd7 Qa8 25.Rd2  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{qDwDrDkD} 
{0wDQDp0p} 
{wDwDpDwD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPDw)b)w} 
{PDw$w)w)} 
{Dw$wDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White is clearly winning (about +2.82). 
 
The note at move 30, giving 30.Rcb2 a “?” 
and recommending 30.f4, is open to question.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDrgkDp} 
{wDwDpDpD} 
{DwhpDwDw} 
{wDpGwDw)} 
{DwDw)w)w} 
{PDRDw)wD} 
{DRDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rybka rates 30.Rcb2 the best move on the 
board, and sees no winning chances for White 
after 30.f4 Ne4, and, for example, 31.Kg2 
Bf6,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDrDkDp} 
{wDwDpgpD} 
{DwDpDwDw} 
{wDpGn)w)} 
{DwDw)w)w} 
{PDRDwDKD} 
{DRDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
when White cannot avoid exchanging bishops, 
in which case Najdorf’s suggested plan of 
Rb1-b5-a5 to attack Black’s a-pawn is 
rendered pointless. Likewise the futility of the 
alternate plan of advancing the white a-pawn 
is seen in the line 32.Bxf6 Kxf6 33.Rb5 Kf5 
34.Kf3 h5 35.a4 Rc7 36.a5 Nc5, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0w4wDwDw} 
{wDwDpDpD} 
{)RhpDkDp} 
{wDpDw)w)} 
{DwDw)K)w} 
{wDRDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 



and White cannot both get the pawn to a6 and 
a rook to b7. 
 
The note at move 45 has several serious 
mistakes. After 45.fxe5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDwDwDp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{DwDk)wDw} 
{wDwgRDw)} 
{Dw0wDw)w} 
{P4wDwDwD} 
{DwIw$wDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black must not play 45...Rxa2?; correct 
instead is 45...Bf2!=. After the further moves 
45...Rxa2 46.e6, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDwDwDp} 
{wDwDPDpD} 
{DwDkDwDw} 
{wDwgRDw)} 
{Dw0wDw)w} 
{rDwDwDwD} 
{DwIw$wDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black is already lost; relatively best is 
46...Ra1+. The note’s recommended move, 
46...Kc4,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDwDwDp} 
{wDwDPDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDkgRDw)} 
{Dw0wDw)w} 
{rDwDwDwD} 
{DwIw$wDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
is given a “!” when in fact it deserves “??” 
since then instead of the note’s 47.e7? White 
wins with 47.R1e2!, and Black can stop the 
pawn from queening only at the cost of his 
bishop, e.g. 47...Ra1+ 48.Kc2 Ra2+ 49.Kb1 
Rxe2 50.Rxe2 Bf6 51.e7 etc. 
 
Game 154, Smyslov-Geller: In the note to 
Black’s 28th move, variation (b) is flawed. 
29.Rcd2, though not best, does not deserve a 
“?” since after 29...Rxd2 30.Rxd2 Nb3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwgwi} 
{DpDwDwDw} 
{wDpDbHp)} 
{DwDwDpDw} 
{pDPDw)wD} 
{)nDwGwDw} 
{w)w$wDPD} 
{DwDwDBIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White need not play 31.Rd1?? losing the Nf6 
to 31...Be7. Instead 31.Rd3! saves the knight, 
viz. 31…Be7 32.Nd7 Bxc4 33.Rd1 Be6 
34.Nb6=. 
 
Game 157, Boleslavsky-Bronstein: The note to 
move 17 errs in opposing 17.Bc3 and 
proposing 17...Ne5 in reply.  

 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDrDkD} 
{0wDwDwDp} 
{w0w1whpg} 
{DP0NhpDw} 
{wDPDpDwD} 
{DNGw)wDw} 
{PDQDB)P)} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
In that case Black gets into serious trouble 
after 18.Qb2! forcing 18...Nfd7 (since if 
18...Ned7?? 19.Nxf6+) 19.f4 exf3 20.gxf3 and 
now Black has only unpleasant choices, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDrDkD} 
{0wDnDwDp} 
{w0w1wDpg} 
{DP0NhpDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DNGw)PDw} 
{P!wDBDw)} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
viz. (a) 20...Nf7? 21.Nf6+; (b) 20...a6 21.f4 
and the knight cannot move and will be 
captured at leisure; (c) 20...Qf8 21.e4 with 
initiative; (d) 20...Qb8 21.f4 Nf7 22.e4 fxe4 
(not 22...Rxe4? 23.Bf3) 23.Bg4 Kf8 (else 
24.Bxd7 and 25.Nf6+) with a considerable 
positional superiority for White and good 
attacking prospects.  
 
Game 160, Szabó-Najdorf: The note at move 
16 is perhaps overly optimistic about the 
winning potential of the line 16...dxe4 
17.Qd2 (17.Qb1 is worth considering) Bg4 
18.Kh1 Re6. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{w0nDrDwD} 
{DwDwDw1w} 
{PDp)pDbD} 
{Dw)w)wDw} 
{wGB!w)P)} 
{$wDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
Variation (b) can be improved after 19.f3 exf3 
20.gxf3 Bh3,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{w0nDrDwD} 
{DwDwDw1w} 
{PDp)wDwD} 
{Dw)w)PDb} 
{wGB!wDw)} 
{$wDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
where instead of 21.Re1, White does better 
with 21.Rf2!?, and if 21...Qxe3 22.d5 Qxd2 
23.Rxd2 Rd6 24.Ba3 Rdd8 25.Re1, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw4wDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{w0nDwDwD} 
{DwDPDwDw} 
{PDpDwDwD} 
{Gw)wDPDb} 
{wDB$wDw)} 
{DwDw$wDK} 
vllllllllV 
 

when White’s bishop pair and passed pawn 
compensate for the pawn minus. Rybka rates 
this position virtually even. 
 
Even if in this line White does play 21.Re1, 
then after 21...Rae8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{w0nDrDwD} 
{DwDwDw1w} 
{PDp)wDwD} 
{Dw)w)PDb} 
{wGB!wDw)} 
{$wDw$wDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
he need not play the given, losing move 
22.Be4?; much better is 22.Qf2!, and after 
22...Rxe3 23.Be4 Rxe1+ 24.Rxe1 Black’s 
advantage is relatively small and White still 
has counter-chances. 
 
Game 164, Taimanov-Stahlberg: The note at 
move 33 is correct to fault 33.Rh5 and 
recommend 33.Rc5, but does not mention the 
strongest continuation. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{phwDwDpD} 
{DwDR)wDw} 
{wHwDw)wD} 
{)wDwDw)w} 
{wDwDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Taimanov could have spared himself a lot of 
time and trouble with 33.Nxa6!, forcing 
33...Ra8 34.Nc7 Rxa3 35.Rd8+ Kg7 
36.Ne8+ Kh6 37.Nf6 Ra8 (else 38.Rh8i) 
38.Rxa8 Nxa8 39.Nd5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{nDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDpDp} 
{wDwDwDpi} 
{DwDN)wDw} 
{wDwDw)wD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{wDwDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
reaching the winning knight ending sooner 
and with a better position than in the game 
(the black knight cannot move). Bronstein 
missed this too, while Euwe did not annotate 
this game. 
 
Game 167, Reshevsky-Geller: The notes for 
this game are especially accurate. We would 
only make one addition, to the note at White’s 
50th move. After 50.Kf3 Kh5, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDpDk} 
{wDwDr)w)} 
{$wDwDKDw} 
{wDwDwDPD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 



while the move given, 51.g3, probably wins, 
far quicker and more certain is 51.g4+! Kh6 
(of course not 51...fxg4+?? 52.Kxe4, while if 
51...Kxh4?? 52.Ra7 and Black must give up 
his rook to avoid a quick mate) 52.g5+ Kg6 
53.h5+ Kf7 (53...Kxh5?? 54.Ra6 and mate 
soon) 54.g6+ Kg7 55.Ra7+ Kg8 56.h6 etc., 
winning easily.  
 
Game 169, Smyslov-Reshevsky: It bears 
mentioning that Black’s 49th move was a 
serious mistake.  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwiwD} 
{DnDwDw0w} 
{w0w4RDwD} 
{0wDPDPDw} 
{wDwDw)wD} 
{DPDwDwDw} 
{w4wDwDB)} 
{DwDw$wDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rather than 49...Rxe6??, the egregiousness of 
which goes unremarked by Najdorf, Bronstein 
and Euwe, Black’s best chance was 49...Rd8, 
when after 50.Rxb6 Nd6 51.Bf3 Nxf5 (not 
51...a4 52.Bh5 axb3?? 53.Rxd6!) 52.Bh5 
White should still win, but his advantage is 
much less than in the game (about +1.46 
compared to +5.36 after the text move). 
 
Game 171, Kotov-Gligoric: Two serious 
errors here. At Black’s 27th move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wi} 
{DwDbDwDp} 
{pDw0wgwD} 
{Dp0P1wDw} 
{wDPDPhw)} 
{DNDwDPDw} 
{P)QDwGwD} 
{DwIRDB$w} 
vllllllllV 
27...Rab8 may deserve criticism, but the 
recommended move, 27...b4, is considerably 
worse. Since White is two pawns ahead, 
27...b4? gives him the opportunity for a very 
effective counter-sacrifice overlooked by both 
Najdorf and Bronstein:  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wi} 
{DwDbDwDp} 
{pDw0wgwD} 
{Dw0P1wDw} 
{w0PDPhw)} 
{DNDwDPDw} 
{P)QDwGwD} 
{DwIRDB$w} 
vllllllllV 
28.Nxc5! dxc5 29.Bxc5, and now if (a) 
29...Rfc8 30.Bd4 Qd6 31.Qd2 Rf8 32.Qe3 
Rae8 (or 32...Bxd4 33.Qxd4+ Qf6 34.e5 
Qh6 35.e6+ Rf6 36.Kb1i) 33.c5 Qe7 
34.Bc4 , 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDr4wi} 
{DwDb1wDp} 
{pDwDwgwD} 
{Dw)PDwDw} 
{w0BGPhw)} 
{DwDw!PDw} 
{P)wDwDwD} 
{DwIRDw$w} 
vllllllllV 
 

and the passed pawns eventually steamroll 
everything in their path, or if (b) 29...Ng6 (or 
some such move) 30.Bxb4  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wi} 
{DwDbDwDp} 
{pDwDwgnD} 
{DwDP1wDw} 
{wGPDPDw)} 
{DwDwDPDw} 
{P)QDwDwD} 
{DwIRDB$w} 
vllllllllV 
 
and the four connected, passed pawns (not to 
mention Black's precarious king position) are 
more than ample compensation for the piece, 
while if (c) 29...a5 simply 30.Bxf8 and the 
material imbalance of a rook and four pawns 
(passed and connected) for bishop and knight 
is very much in White’s favor.  
 
Relatively best for Black at move 27 seems to 
be 27...bxc4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wi} 
{DwDbDwDp} 
{pDw0wgwD} 
{Dw0P1wDw} 
{wDpDPhw)} 
{DNDwDPDw} 
{P)QDwGwD} 
{DwIRDB$w} 
vllllllllV 
 
when after 28.Bxc4 a5 Black will have 
attacking chances on the queenside, and 
29.Nxc5?! is no longer so effective, viz. 
29...dxc5 30.Bxc5 Rac8 31.Bd4 (not 
31.Bxf8?? Rxc4o),  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDw4wi} 
{DwDbDwDp} 
{wDwDwgwD} 
{0wDP1wDw} 
{wDBGPhw)} 
{DwDwDPDw} 
{P)QDwDwD} 
{DwIRDw$w} 
vllllllllV 
 
and Black can either keep playing with 
31...Qh5, or force a draw by 31...Qxd4!? 
32.Rxd4 Bxd4 33.Rd1 Be5 34.d6 Rg8 
35.Rd2 Rg1+ 36.Rd1 Rg2 37.Rd2 Rg1+ etc. 
 
In the analytical variation from the final 
position, after 41...Qg5 42.f4 Qg3,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDri} 
{DwDbDwDp} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{Dw0PDwDP} 
{w0PgP)wD} 
{0PDNDw1w} 
{PDKDQDwD} 
{DwDwDBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
White must not play the given move 43.Qh2 
(better 43.f5), as then instead of merely 
drawing with 43...Qe3, Black can win with 
43...Qxh2+ 44.Rxh2 Rg1! 45.Bh3 Ra1! 
46.Nc1 Be3  

 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwi} 
{DwDbDwDp} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{Dw0PDwDP} 
{w0PDP)wD} 
{0PDwgwDB} 
{PDKDwDw$} 
{4wHwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
47.Bxd7 Rxc1+ 48.Kd3 Rc3+ 49.Ke2 Rc2+ 
50.Kxe3 Rxh2 51.e5 Rxa2 52.exd6 Rg2o.  
 
Game 172, Boleslavsky-Taimanov: Contrary 
to the note at move 14, Rybka does not think 
Black wins after 14...e5 15.Qxf5 e4. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwhq4kD} 
{0b0pDw0p} 
{w0wDwgwD} 
{DwDPDQDw} 
{wDPDpDwD} 
{DPDwDN)w} 
{PGwDP)B)} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White has the surprising 16.Ng5!, and while 
after 16...g6 17.Qxf6! Rxf6 18.Bxf6 Nf7 (if 
18...e3? 19.Ne4 exf2+ 20.Rxf2 Nf7 
21.Bb2i) 19.Nxe4 Black has Q-vs-
R+B+2P,   
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDqDkD} 
{0b0pDnDp} 
{w0wDwGpD} 
{DwDPDwDw} 
{wDPDNDwD} 
{DPDwDw)w} 
{PDwDP)B)} 
{DwDRDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black’s rook and bishop are out of play and 
White’s position is quite threatening, e.g. 
19...d6 20.Bb2 Qe7 21.f4 etc. Rybka rates 
this about +1.75. 
 
In the note the White’s 34th move, variation 
(a) misses the best continuation. After 34.g4 
a3 35.g5+ Ke5, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDbDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w0wDwDwI} 
{Dw0wiw)w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0PDwDBDw} 
{PDwDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
the line given, 36.g6 Be6 37.g7 c4 38.Bd1 is 
unlikely to win, because with 38...Kf4! 39.h4 
cxb3 40.Bxb3 Bxb3 41.axb3 a2 42.g8Q 
a1Q, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDQD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w0wDwDwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwiw)} 
{DPDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{1wDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
     



there arises a queen ending at least as difficult 
as in the actual game. Instead, White can 
avoid this with 36.Be2!,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDbDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w0wDwDwI} 
{Dw0wiw)w} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0PDwDwDw} 
{PDwDBDw)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
preventing 36...c4, and if 36...Be6 37.Bc4, 
preventing a sacrifice on b3. 
 
Further on, the note at move 49 is wrong to 
fault 49.Qf6+. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDQIw} 
{w0wDwDwD} 
{DwDwiwDw} 
{qDwDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
It is as good or better than the recommended 
49.h5, though the proof in some variations is 
so torturous that it’s hardly surprising Najdorf 
did not find it. White’s winning opportunities 
were missed later, for example at move 52, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
{w0wDQDwD} 
{DwDwDwiP} 
{qDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
where instead of 52.Qe5+ White could have 
won with 52.h6 or 52.Qd5+, viz. 52.Qd5+ 
Kg4 53.h6 Qc2 (if 53...Qa7+ 54.Qf7, 
showing the key difference between this line 
and 52.Qe5+) 54.Qe6+ Kh4 55.Qf6+ Kh3 
56.h7 Qg2+ 57.Qg6 Qb7+ 58.Kh6 Qb8 
59.Qf6 and wins.  
 
Then at move 55,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w0wDwIw)} 
{DwDw!wDw} 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
instead of 55.Kf7?!, 55.Qe7! wins, and at 
move 57,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDw!KDw} 
{w0wDwDw)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDqDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

not 57.Qe6+?!, but 57.Kf8!i, viz. (a) 
57...Kh5 58.h7 Qd4 59.Qe6! Qc5+ 60.Ke8 
Qc3 (if 60...Qd4 61.Qh3+ Kg6 62.h8Q)  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDKDwD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{w0wDQDwD} 
{DwDwDwDk} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw1wDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
61.Qh3+!! Qxh3 62.h8Q+ Kg4 63.Qxh3+ 
Kxh3 64.a4i; or (b) 57...Qf5+58.Kg7 Kh3 
59.h7 Qg4+ 60.Kh6 Qf4+ 61.Kg6 Qg4+ 
62.Qg5 Qe6+ 63.Qf6 Qe8+ (if 63...Qg4+ 
64.Kh6i) 64.Kh6 Qe3+ 65.Kg7 Qg3+ 
66.Kf7 Qc7+ 67.Kg6 Qg3+ 68.Kh5 Qg4+ 
69.Kh6, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{w0wDw!wI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDqD} 
{DwDwDwDk} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and Black is finally out of checks. 
 
In between, it goes unmentioned that at 
Black’s 55th move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw1wDwD} 
{DwDwDKDw} 
{w0wDwDw)} 
{DwDw!wDw} 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Taimanov should have played 55...Qd3, 
immediately observing the h7-square, instead 
of instead of first interpolating 55...Qd7+, 
which after 56.Qe7 Qd3 allows 57.Kf8! as 
discussed above.  
 
Game 173, Stahlberg-Najdorf: The drawing 
line in the note to move 16 is not obligatory. 
After 16.Nc7 Bxf1 17.Bxf1 Rac8 18.Nb5 
Ra8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wi} 
{DwDn1pgp} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{)N0P0wDn} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{DwDwDN)w} 
{w)QGw)w)} 
{$wDwDBIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White need not repeat moves with 20.Nc7; 
instead he can try for more by 20.a6!? with 
good winning chances, e.g. 19...Ndf6 (if 
19...Rfb8 20.a7 Rb7 21.Ra6, or 19...Nhf6 
20.a7 Nb6 21.b4! cxb4 22.Qc6!) 20.a7 Ne8 
21.b4 Nc7  
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDw4wi} 
{)whw1pgp} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{DN0P0wDn} 
{w)wDPDwD} 
{DwDwDN)w} 
{wDQGw)w)} 
{$wDwDBIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
22.Qa4 (also worth considering is 22.Nxd6!? 
Qxd6 23.bxc5) 22...cxb4 23.Bxb4 Nxb5 
24.Bxb5 Nf6 25.Nd2 Bh6 26.Bc6i.  
 
The note at move 29 is likewise not 
obligatory. After If 29.Nf5 Bxh6 30.Qxh6 
Qf6,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4wi} 
{DrDwDwDp} 
{nDw0w1w!} 
{)n0P0NDw} 
{wDwDw0wD} 
{DwDwDN)B} 
{w)wDw)w)} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
White is not required to play into the losing 
line beginning with 31.Qh5; much better is 
31.Qxf6+ Rxf6 32.Ng5 fxg3 33.hxg3 which 
Rybka rates slightly in White’s favor, at about 
+0.45, compared to the -2.20 of the needlessly 
losing note line.  
 
Game 175, Szabó-Averbakh: Black’s 
prospects in the note variation at move 17 are 
even better than Najdorf thought. In line (a), 
after 18.Qd3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4w4kD} 
{0pDBDpDp} 
{w1nDpDpD} 
{DwDwgwGw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{Dw)QDwDw} 
{P)wDw$P)} 
{DwDRDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
much better than the note’s 18...f6 is 
18...Bxh2! and either 19.Kxh2 Qxf2o or 
19.Kf1 Rxd7 20.Qxd7 Qb5+ and 
21...Qxg5o. Line (b2) can be improved, 
after 19.Qd3 Bxh2+ 20.Kf1,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{0pDBDpDp} 
{w1nDpDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{Dw)QDwDw} 
{P)wDw$Pg} 
{DwDRDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
by 20...Qc7 (about -1.75) instead of 20...Ne5 
(about-0.80 ), the key variation being 21.Qh3 
Rxd7 22.Rxd7 Qxd7 23.Qxh2?? Qd1#. 
Finally, in line (b3), after 19.Qa3 Bxh2+ 
20.Kf1, 
 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{0pDBDpDp} 
{w1nDpDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDPDwD} 
{!w)wDwDw} 
{P)wDw$Pg} 
{DwDRDKDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 21...Qb5+ (about -1.15), best is 
21...Ne5 (threatening 22...Ng4) at about -
2.33. 
 
Game 178, Najdorf-Boleslavsky: The note at 
move 27 is correct to recommend 27.g4!, but 
then goes astray. After  27.g4 Nh6 28.Rxa5 
Nxg4 29.Bxd5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{DwDwDpgp} 
{wDwDwDpD} 
{$wGBDwDw} 
{wDw)wDnD} 
{DrDwDwDw} 
{w)wDw)w)} 
{DRDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 29…Rxd5 as given, Black can 
improve with 29...Rd3! when the d-pawn falls 
and White has a much harder time winning. 
Instead of 28.Rxa5?!, much better is the 
simpler parenthetical alternative Najdorf 
gives, 28.h3!, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDw4wDkD} 
{DwDwDpgp} 
{wDwDwDph} 
{0wGpDwDw} 
{RDw)wDPD} 
{DrDwDwDP} 
{w)wDw)BD} 
{DRDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
when if 28...Rd3 29.Rxa5! Bxd4 30.Bxd4 
Rxd4 31.b4!i.  
 
Game 179, Taimanov-Kotov: The variation 
26...c5 is not the mistake Najdorf’s note leads 
one to believe, in fact it is Rybka’s #1 choice 
and good for Black. The reason is that after 
26...c5! 27.b5,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{r4wDwDkD} 
{Dwgbhw0w} 
{w0wDqDw0} 
{DP0pDpDw} 
{NDw)wDwD} 
{Dw$B)NDw} 
{wDQDw)P)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
Najdorf’s 27...c4 is not at all forced, and is in 
fact a serious mistake. Instead Black has the 
subtly dangerous “creeping move” 27...Qf6!,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{r4wDwDkD} 
{Dwgbhw0w} 
{w0wDw1w0} 
{DP0pDpDw} 
{NDw)wDwD} 
{Dw$B)NDw} 
{wDQDw)P)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

which makes 28...c4 a real threat (since now 
if 29.Rxc4 dxc4 Bc4+ the black queen is not 
pinned), and also creates a veiled threat to the 
Rc3, which is seen for example after 28.dxc5 
Rxa4! 29.Qxa4 Qxc3. White in fact is 
virtually forced to sacrifice by 28.Nxb6 Bxb6 
29.dxc5 Ba5 30.Nd4, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{r4wDwDkD} 
{DwDbhw0w} 
{wDwDw1w0} 
{gP)pDpDw} 
{wDwHwDwD} 
{Dw$B)wDw} 
{wDQDw)P)} 
{DwDw$wIw} 
vllllllllV 
hoping that his passed pawns will compensate 
for the eventual loss of a rook (after ...Bxc3), 
though Rybka thinks not (about -0.94). 
Interestingly, Bronstein and Euwe also 
recommended 27.b5? and overlooked 
27...Qf6!. All this indicates that White’s 
positional advantage was not nearly so great 
as supposed, and he needed to vary earlier to 
avoid the damage 26...c5! might have done. 
 
Further on, the note at move 38 has a serious 
error. After 38...Kh7 39.Qg5 Qe6 40.Rc1 
Ra6?, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{DwDwhwDk} 
{rDpDqDpD} 
{DpDpHp!p} 
{w)w)w)w)} 
{DwDw)wDw} 
{wDwDBDPD} 
{Dw$wDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
rather than having “no way to break through,” 
White does exactly that with 41.Bxb5!, when 
if 41...cxb5?? 42.Rc7 and wins. Instead of 
40...Ra6? Black should play, say, 40...Ra7 or 
40...Qd6, or better yet on the previous move 
leave the queen on d6 and play 39...Ng8 
intending 40...Nf6 with a stubbornly resistant 
position and good drawing chances.   
 
Game 180, Gligoric-Geller: The note at move 
31 is probably correct to recommend 31.Ne3 
over 31.Kh2, but  overlooks the probably 
strongest move. 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDkD} 
{DwDwDw1w} 
{QDw0whrD} 
{Dw0P0wDp} 
{wDPDPgwD} 
{DwDwDB)R} 
{PDNDwGKD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
Unmentioned is 31.Qc8!. If left unmolested 
then White will simply advance the a-pawn, 
while if 31...Bxg3 32.Rxg3 Rxg3+ 33.Bxg3 
h4 34.Qh3!, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDkD} 
{DwDwDw1w} 
{wDw0whwD} 
{Dw0P0wDw} 
{wDPDPDw0} 
{DwDwDBGQ} 
{PDNDwDKD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

and Black has no good way to avoid an 
exchange of queens, e.g. 34...Qg5 35.Ne1 
hxg3 36.Qxg3 Qxg3+ 37.Kxg3 and White 
has all the winning chances with his passed a-
pawn. 
 
Further on, it goes unmentioned that at move 
32, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDkD} 
{DwDwDw1w} 
{QDw0wDrD} 
{Dw0P0wDp} 
{wDPDPgBD} 
{DwDwDw)R} 
{PDNDwGwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black should have played 32...Rxg4 rather 
than 32...hxg4. The reason becomes apparent 
after 33.Rh5 Bg5 34.Qc8 Qf7, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDQDnDkD} 
{DwDwDqDw} 
{wDw0wDrD} 
{Dw0P0wgR} 
{wDPDPDpD} 
{DwDwDw)w} 
{PDNDwGwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when instead of 35.Kg1? White could have 
played 35.Kg2!, retaining the king as a 
defender of the g-pawn, so that if, as in the 
game, 35...Rg7, White can play 36.Qxg4 Be3 
(if 36...Nf6 37.Qc8+) 37.Qf5 Qxf5 38.Rxf5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDkD} 
{DwDwDw4w} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{Dw0P0RDw} 
{wDPDPDwD} 
{DwDwgw)w} 
{PDNDwGKD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
and Black cannot play 38...Rxg3.  
 
It bears mentioning that at move 40,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwgnDkD} 
{4wDwDwDw} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{Dw0P0wDw} 
{wDPDPDpD} 
{DwDwHw)w} 
{PDwDwGw$} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 40.Be1, White would have had 
better chances with 40.Nxg4, e.g. 40...Rxa2 
41.Nh6+ Kf8 42.Nf5 Rc2 43.Rh8+ Kf7 
44.Rh7+ Kg8 (or 44...Kg6 45.Rh6+) 45.Rd7 
Bf6 46.Nxd6y. 
 
Game 183, Keres-Bronstein: The note at 
move 12 has two questionable moves. The 
sub-variation 12...Nd4 13.Nxd4 13..Qh4+ 
14.Kd1 Nf2+ 15.Kc2 Bxd4 16.Be1 
 



cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDw4kD} 
{0pDw0pDp} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDPgP)w1} 
{DwHBDwDP} 
{P)KDQhPD} 
{$wDwGwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
is said to win for White, but after 16...Qg3! 
Rybka sees at best only a very small 
advantage, less than half a pawn.  
 
In the line with 14.Nd1 (instead of 14.0-0-0) 
14...Qh4+ 15.Kf1, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDw4kD} 
{0pDw0pDp} 
{wDw0wDpD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDPgP)n1} 
{DwDBDwDP} 
{P)wGQDPD} 
{$wDNDKDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than the small advantage (about -0.66) 
gained by 15...Nf6, Rybka much prefers 
15...Qg3!, giving White an unhappy choice 
between losing the exchange by 16.Qf3 Nh2+ 
17.Rxh2 Qxh2, or 16.hxg4 16...Bxg4 17.Bc1 
Bxe2+ 18.Bxe2 Bxb2! (else 19.Rh3) 
19.Nxb2 (if now 19.Rh3?? Qxh3o, or 
19.Bxb2 Qxf4+) 19...Qc3, when Black has 
the queen and two pawns for three minor 
pieces, plus the better pawn structure and a 
safer king. 
 
Game 185, Geller-Taimanov: This was a very 
difficult game, not only for the players, but for 
analysts as well. Najdorf (not to mention 
Bronstein and Euwe) commits several errors 
of omission and commission, but without 
computer assistance this is quite 
understandable, the complications are so 
great.  
 
To begin, the variation given at move four is 
said to be winning for White, but Rybka finds 
no clear verdict. In the ending position, after 
12.a6, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDb1kDn4} 
{0p0wDp0p} 
{PDn0wDwD} 
{DBgwDwDw} 
{QDNDPDwD} 
{Dw0wDNDw} 
{wDwDw)P)} 
{$wGwIwDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
Rybka gives best play as 12...Nge7! (the only 
playable move) 13.axb7 Bxb7 14.Na5 Qc8 
15.Bxc6+ Nxc6 16.Nxc6 Qd7 17.Na5 Qxa4 
18.Rxa4 Bc8,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDbDkDw4} 
{0w0wDp0p} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{HwgwDwDw} 
{RDwDPDwD} 
{Dw0wDNDw} 
{wDwDw)P)} 
{DwGwIwDR} 
vllllllllV 

 
when though White has an extra piece, Black 
has considerable compensation with his 
passed pawns and active bishops. Rybka rates 
the position only slightly in White’s favor, 
about +0.30. 
 
The position at Black’s 17th move is one of 
the most complex in the entire tournament. 
Najdorf himself admitted that he found it 
practically impossible to calculate. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1rDkD} 
{0p0wDw0p} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{hPDw)wDQ} 
{wDwgNDwD} 
{Gw)wDwDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{$wDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
   
He was correct that the main alternative to the 
text move 17...Bd5 was 17...Be3 (which 
Rybka considers best), but his analysis errs at 
several points in the welter of complications 
that follow. First, in variation (a1), after 
17...Be3 18.Rad1 Qc8 19.Rd3 Nc4 20.Bc5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDrDkD} 
{0p0wDw0p} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{DPGw)wDQ} 
{wDnDNDwD} 
{Dw)RgwDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
the move given, 20...Bh6, is a mistake that 
would let White back into the game. Best 
instead is either 20...Rd8! 21.Rxe3 Nxe3 
22.Bxe3 Rf8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDw4kD} 
{0p0wDw0p} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{DPDw)wDQ} 
{wDwDNDwD} 
{Dw)wGwDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
(about -1.20), or 20...Bg4! 21.Qf7+ Kh8 
22.Qxc4 Be2 23.Re1 (if 23.Rf7 Bxc5 
24.Nxc5 Rf8 25.Kg1 Rxf7 26.Qxf7 Bxd3 
27.Nxd3 Qg4 (-1.50)) 23...Bxd3 24.Qxd3 
Bxc5 25.Nxc5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDrDwi} 
{0p0wDw0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DPHw)wDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw)QDwDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDw$wDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
rated about -1.24. Najdorf’s line 20...Bh6 
21.Nf6+ Kh8! 22.Nxe8 Qxe8 23.Rf8+ Qxf8 
24.Bxf8 Rxf8 reached a position he 
considered favorable to Black, 

 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4wi} 
{0p0wDw0p} 
{wDwDbDwg} 
{DPDw)wDQ} 
{wDnDwDwD} 
{Dw)RDwDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
but the vulnerability of Black’s back rank 
leads Rybka to consider it practically a forced 
draw, viz. 25.Rf3 Rd8 (25...Rg8?! 26.Rf6!) 
26.h3 Be3 27.Rxe3! Nxe3 28.Qf3! Rd1+ (if 
28...Nc4? 29.Qxb7 and all Black’s queenside 
pawns go) 29.Kh2 Nf1+ etc., draw. 
 
In the 20...Bxc5 sub-variation of (a1), 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDrDkD} 
{0p0wDw0p} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{DPgw)wDQ} 
{wDnDNDwD} 
{Dw)RDwDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 21.Nf6+?, White should play 
21.Rg3!, and after the forced 21...Be7 (not 
21...g6? 22.Rg6+!) 22.Nf6+ Bxf6 23.exf6 
Qd7 24.Rxg7+ Qxg7 25.fxg7, he has some 
drawing chances. The line Najdorf gives as 
winning for White, 21.Nf6+ gxf6 22.Rg3+ 
Kh8 23.Qh6, fails at two points: after 
22.Rg3+, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDrDkD} 
{0p0wDwDp} 
{wDwDb0wD} 
{DPgw)wDQ} 
{wDnDwDwD} 
{Dw)wDw$w} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black still wins with 22...Bg4! 23.Rxg4 (or 
23.exf6 Re5!) 23...Kh8! 24.Rxc4 Re5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDwDwi} 
{0p0wDwDp} 
{wDwDw0wD} 
{DPgw4wDQ} 
{wDRDwDwD} 
{Dw)wDwDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 
and Black remains a full piece up. And even 
at the end of Najdorf’s line, after 23.Qh6, 
Black is not lost, but draws with 23...Bg4!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDrDwi} 
{0p0wDwDp} 
{wDwDw0w!} 
{DPgw)wDw} 
{wDnDwDbD} 
{Dw)wDw$w} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDRDK} 
vllllllllV 



 
when White is forced to take perpetual check 
with 24.Qxf6+ Kg8 25.Qg5+ etc. 
 
Line (a2b) has several errors. In the sub-
variation 17...Be3 18.Rad1 Qc8 20.Qf7+ 
Kh8 21.Rxe3 Bxd1 22.Rg3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDrDwi} 
{0p0wDQ0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{hPDw)wDw} 
{wDwDNDwD} 
{Gw)wDw$w} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDbDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
far better than the given continuation 22...Rg8 
is 22...Bg4!, which puts a quick end to 
White’s attack, since if 23.h3 Qd7!o. If, 
however, Black does play 22...Rg8?!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDqDwDri} 
{0p0wDQ0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{hPDw)wDw} 
{wDwDNDwD} 
{Gw)wDw$w} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDbDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
best then is not 23.Be7? as given (about -
3.42), but 23.Ng5!?, which leads to a long 
forced line: 23...Rf8 24.Kg1! Be2 (not 
24...Rxf7? 25.Nxf7+ Kg8 26.Nh6+ etc, 
drawing) 25.e6 h6 26.Bxf8 Qxf8 27.e7 Qxf7 
28.Nxf7+ Kh7 29.Nd8 Bxb5 30.Ne6 Be8 (if 
30...Rg8? 31.Nf8+ Kh8 32.Ng6+ Kh7 
33.Nf8+ etc. draw) 31.Rxg7+ Kh8, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDbDwi} 
{0p0w)w$w} 
{wDwDNDw0} 
{hwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw)wDwDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black can probably still win (about -
1.67), but he has a much harder time than 
after 22...Bg4. 
 
The main line of (a2b) can be improved after 
21...Qf5 22.Qxf5 Bxf5 23.Rxe3,   
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDrDwi} 
{0p0wDw0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{hPDw)bDw} 
{wDwDNDwD} 
{Gw)w$wDw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDRDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
by 23...Nc4 (-3.57) instead of 23...Rxe5 (-
2.63), though both moves win.  
 
Line (b) has two rather major errors. First, 
after 18.Rf3 Nc4 19.Rg3 Kh8 20.Rd1, 

 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDw1rDwi} 
{0p0wDw0p} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{DPDw)wDQ} 
{wDnDNDwD} 
{Gw)wgw$w} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDRDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
the given move 20...g6 is far from best (about 
-1.03) compared to either 20...Qc8! (-2.27) or 
better still, 20...Bd5!, when about the best 
White has is 21.e6 Rxe6 22.Rxd5 Qe8 
23.Qxe8+ Raxe8 24.Rd7 Bh6 25.Bc5 Rxe4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDwi} 
{0p0RDw0p} 
{wDwDwDwg} 
{DPGwDwDw} 
{wDnDrDwD} 
{Dw)wDw$w} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
  
and White is crushed (-4.94). 
 
Further on, in line (b2), after 18.Rf3 Nc4 
19.Rg3 Kh8 20.Rd1 g6 21.Rxd8 gxh5 
22.Be7! Bg5 23.Bf6+ Kg8 24.Rd7! Bf4 
25.Rg7+ Kf8 26.Rxh7,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDriwD} 
{0p0wDwDR} 
{wDwDwGwD} 
{DPDw)wDp} 
{wDnDNgbD} 
{Dw)wDw$w} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
Black must avoid 26...Bxg3?, which allows 
White to draw, in favor of 26...Bxe5! 
27.Bxe5 Nxe5, which wins. The drawing line 
becomes apparent after 26...Bxg3? 27.Ng5 
Be6,  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDriwD} 
{0p0wDwDR} 
{wDwDbGwD} 
{DPDw)wHp} 
{wDnDwDwD} 
{Dw)wDwgw} 
{PDwDwDP)} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
when instead of Najdorf’s 28.Rh8+??, White 
saves himself with either 28.hxg3! or 
28.Bg7+!, e.g. 28.Bg7+ Kg8 29.Bf6! Kf8 
(anything else allows mate next move) 
30.Bg7+ etc.  
 
The note at Black’s 30th move goes awry after 
30...Bg6 31.Bb4 Rxe5 32.dxe5 Ke6, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDwD} 
{0w0wDwDp} 
{w0wDk)bD} 
{hPDw)w)w} 
{wGwDwDw)} 
{Dw$wDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 

 
when the given move 33.Bd6? is not at all 
forced, and White can instead play 33.Bxa5 
bxa5 34.Ra3 Kxe5 35.Rxa5 with drawing 
chances. 
 
Najdorf considers Black to be lost after move 
31, but that may not be correct. Even after 
31...c6?, Rybka finds at least two points at 
which Black might still have salvaged a draw. 
At move 34, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDrDrD} 
{0wDwDkDp} 
{w0pDw)wD} 
{hPDw$w)P} 
{wGb)wDwD} 
{DwDw$wDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
instead of 34...Rxe5, Black could improve 
with 34...Re6!, threatening 35...Bd5+ 36.Kh2 
Rxg5 37.Rxg5 Rxe3o. Best play then 
proceeds 35.Bxa5 (if 35.Re1 to prevent 
35...Rxg5, then 35...Bd5+ 36.Kh2 Nc4 
37.Rxe6 Bxe6 38.bxc6 Rxg5 39.c7 Rxh5+ 
40.Kg3 Rg5+ 41.Kf3 Rg8u) 35...Rxg5! 
36.Rxg5 Rxe3  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDwDkDp} 
{w0pDw)wD} 
{GPDwDw$P} 
{wDb)wDwD} 
{DwDw4wDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
37.bxc6 (if 37.Bd2 Rd3 38.Bf4 Bd5+ 
39.Kh2 Kxf6) 37...bxa5 38.Rxa5 Kxf6 
39.Rxa7 Bd5+ 40.Kh2 Bxc6 41.Rxh7, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDR} 
{wDbDwiwD} 
{DwDwDwDP} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{DwDw4wDw} 
{PDwDwDwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black should be able to handle the 
scattered pawns and draw. 
 
Then at move 35,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDrD} 
{0wDwDkDp} 
{w0pDw)wD} 
{hPDw$w)P} 
{wGb)wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
instead of 35...Be6, there was 35...Re8!?, 
when to have any chance to win White must 
go for broke with 36.g6+ hxg6 37.hxg6+ 
Kxg6 38.Rxe8 cxb5 39.Bxa5 bxa5 40.Re5 



Kxf6, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDwDwDw} 
{wDwDwiwD} 
{0pDw$wDw} 
{wDb)wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black still stands worse but has much 
better drawing chances than in the actual 
game. 
 
Finally, after 36.Bxa5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDrD} 
{0wDwDkDp} 
{w0pDb)wD} 
{GPDw$w)P} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
Taimanov, probably in severe time pressure, 
made the automatic recapture 36...bxa5?, and 
after 37.bxc6 he was definitely lost. Instead, 
with the Zwischenschach 36...Bd5+! 37.Kh2 
bxa5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDrD} 
{0wDwDkDp} 
{wDpDw)wD} 
{0PDb$w)P} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{PDwDwDwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
he could have avoided losing his c-pawn and 
retained some drawing chances.  
 
Game 186, Kotov-Najdorf: Perhaps upset at 
failing to win this game, Najdorf is too hard 
on himself in his note to move 23. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{DwhwDqgp} 
{wDw0wDwD} 
{Dw)PDp)w} 
{wDwDp)w)} 
{DwHwGwDw} 
{w)w!w$wD} 
{4wHwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
While the alternative line Najdorf gives 
(23...Bxc3) would have won, so would the 
text move 23...dxc5 if followed up properly. It 
is in fact Rybka’s #1 choice. The mistake 
came a move later, after 23...dxc5 24.Bxc5, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{DwhwDqgp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwGPDp)w} 
{wDwDp)w)} 
{DwHwDwDw} 
{w)w!w$wD} 
{4wHwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 

 
when instead of 24...Rd8, the strongest line 
was 24...Bxc3! 25.bxc3 Qxd5  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{DwhwDwDp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwGqDp)w} 
{wDwDp)w)} 
{Dw)wDwDw} 
{wDw!w$wD} 
{4wHwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
26.Bd4 — best; if 26.Bxf8? Qxd2 27.Rxd2 
Rxc1+, or 26.Qxd5+ Nxd5 27.Rf1 Rc8o — 
and now 26...Nb5 reaches a position from 
which Black can gradually squeeze White into 
submission: 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDw4kD} 
{DwDwDwDp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DnDqDp)w} 
{wDwGp)w)} 
{Dw)wDwDw} 
{wDw!w$wD} 
{4wHwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
There are two main lines: (a) 27.Rf1 Nxd4 
28.cxd4 Ra3 (intending 29...Rg3+) 29.Qf2 (if 
29.Qb2 Ra4 30.Rd1 [not 30.Ne2?? Ra2o] 
30...Rd8 31.Qb3 Qxb3 32.Nxb3 Rb4 33.Na5 
Rbxd4o) 29...Rc8 30.Ne2 Rf3 31.Qg2 
Qb3, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDkD} 
{DwDwDwDp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDp)w} 
{wDw)p)w)} 
{DqDwDrDw} 
{wDwDNDQD} 
{DwDwDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
a near-Zugzwang position which Rybka 
evaluates at about -5.80. Black can win in any 
of several ways, e.g. 32.Rf2 Rc2 33.h5 Qe3 
etc.  
 
And (from preceding diagram): (b) 27.Qb2 
Rfa8 28.Kh2 Nxd4 29.cxd4 e3 30.Rg2 Qf3 
31.Ne2 Qh5 32.Ng1 e2!  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{rDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDwDp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDp)q} 
{wDw)w)w)} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{w!wDpDRI} 
{4wDwDwHw} 
vllllllllV 
 
(also good are 32...R1a3 and 32...Qxh4+) 
33.Rxe2 (much worse is 33.Qxe2?? Qxh4+ 
34.Nh3 Rh1+ 35.Kxh1 Qxh3+ 36.Kg1 Ra1+ 
37.Kf2 Qh4+ 38.Rg3 [if 38.Ke3 Ra3+ 
39.Kd2 Ra2+] 38...Qh2+ 39.Rg2 Qxf4+) 
33...R1a3 34.Kg2 Qg4+ 35.Kh1 Qxh4+ 
36.Rh2 Qxf4+ 
 
 

cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDwDp} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDp)w} 
{wDw)w1wD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
{wDwDQIRD} 
{4wDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
  
37.Qf3 Qxd4+ and mate in 16 moves at most. 
 
Game 188, Stahlberg-Averbakh: At Black’s 
34th move, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDkDrDwD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDwDp0pD} 
{4w)wDwDw} 
{pDwDwDw)} 
{DwDRDw)w} 
{P)RDwDKD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Najdorf’s criticism of Averbakh’s 34...Rd8 
seems excessive. While a few other moves — 
34...e5, 34…f5, or 34...a3 — may have been 
marginally better, the text move does not by 
itself lose the game and hardly deserves the 
“??” given it. Only when combined with later 
Zeitnot-induced less-than-best moves, such as 
37...Kd8?! (instead of 37...Rb5!?) and 
39...Rb4?! (instead of 39...Kd7!?), does 
34...Rd8 begin to look like a mistake, and 
even so, Black could probably still have 
drawn if at move 40, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwirDwD} 
{Dw0wDwDw} 
{wDPDpDpD} 
{DwDw$pDw} 
{p4wDwDw)} 
{DwDwDK)w} 
{P)wDRDwD} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
instead of the dreadful 40...Re4 (the real “??” 
move), he had played 40...Rb6!, as 
recommended by both Euwe and Bronstein, 
when after 41.Rxe6 Rxe6 42.Rxe6 Rxb2 
Rybka rates the game as virtually even 
(+0.23).    
 
Game 195, Gligoric-Keres: It goes 
unmentioned that Keres missed a winning 
chance at move 33.  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDqDwD} 
{Dk0wDwDw} 
{w0whpDrD} 
{0wDp$pDQ} 
{PDw)w)wD} 
{Dw)wDwHP} 
{wDwDwDPI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
As both Bronstein and Euwe point out, Black 
could have decided matters before 
adjournment with 33...Ne4! (instead of 
33...Qf7). Best play then runs something like 
34.Nxf5 (if 34.Nxe4?? Rxg2+o) 34...Qf7! 



(not 34...Rxg2+? 35.Kxg2 Qxh5 36.Nd6+) 
35.g4 exf5 36.Rxf5 Qe8!  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDqDwD} 
{Dk0wDwDw} 
{w0wDwDrD} 
{0wDpDRDQ} 
{PDw)n)PD} 
{Dw)wDwDP} 
{wDwDwDwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
37.Rf8 (relatively best; if 37.g5 Qxa4! 
38.Qxg6 Qc2+ and mate shortly) 37...Qxf8 
38.Qxd5+ (not 38.Qxg6?? Qxf4+ 39.Kh1 
Qf1+ 40.Kh2 Qf2+ 41.Kh1 Ng3#) 38...Rc6 
39.Qxe4 Qa3 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dk0wDwDw} 
{w0rDwDwD} 
{0wDwDwDw} 
{PDw)Q)PD} 
{1w)wDwDP} 
{wDwDwDwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
and White’s pawns are not enough for the 
rook. 
 
Game 196, Bronstein-Reshevsky: In the note 
to Black’s 26th move, the line 26...cxb3 
27.Be4 Rc5 28.Ba3, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDqDwDkD} 
{DwDwgpDp} 
{wDnDwDpD} 
{Dp4w0wDn} 
{wDwDBDwD} 
{Gp)wDN)P} 
{wDwDQ)wI} 
{$wDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
rather than 28...Rxc3?, Black should play 
28...Rc4! 29.Bxe7 b2!, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDqDwDkD} 
{DwDwGpDp} 
{wDnDwDpD} 
{DpDw0wDn} 
{wDrDBDwD} 
{Dw)wDN)P} 
{w0wDQ)wI} 
{$wDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
and after either 30.Qxb2 Rxe4, or 30.Rb1 
Nxe7, or 30.Ra2 Nxe7 31.Nxe5 (not 
31.Ra8?? Qxa8 32.Bxa8 b1Qo) 31...Nxg3 
32.fxg3 Rxe4 33.Qxe4 Qxc3 34.Nf3 Nf5, 
Black is no worse than equal. 
 
In the note at Black’s 40th move, after 
40...Nd3 retaining the pawn plus with good 
winning chances, for example 41.c5 Rb5 
42.Bd5 Rb2+, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDRDwDwD} 
{DwDwDpip} 
{wDwDwgpD} 
{Dw)BDwDw} 
{wDwDpDwD} 
{DwDnGw)P} 
{w4wDwDwI} 
{DwDwDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 

rather than 43.Kg1?, which loses, White must 
play 43.Kh1, with some drawing chances. 
The reason is that after 43...Re2 44.Rc7 g5 
45.Rxf7+ Kg6,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{DwDwDRDp} 
{wDwDwgkD} 
{Dw)BDw0w} 
{wDwDpDwD} 
{DwDnGw)P} 
{wDwDrDwD} 
{DwDwDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
with the king on h1 White can save his bishop 
with 46.Bg1, whereas with the king on g1 he 
loses after either 46.c6 Rxe3 47.c7 Re1+ 
48.Kg2 Re2+ 49.Kh1 Rc2, or 46.Rxf6+ 
Kxf6 47.Bd4+ Ke7 etc. 
 
Game 197, Reshevsky-Gligoric: In the note at 
Black’s 23rd move, in the sub-variation 
23...Nfxd5 24.Nxd5 Nxd5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4w1wDkD} 
{0rDw0pgp} 
{bDw0wDpD} 
{Dw0nDwDw} 
{NDwDwDwD} 
{DPDBDw)P} 
{PGQDP)wI} 
{DR$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
 
the move given as winning, 25.Bxg7, actually 
is a mistake that lands White in trouble after 
25...Bxd3 26.Qxd3 (if 26.exd3 Kxg7) 
26...Nb4 27.Qd2 (or 27.Qc3 Nxa2 28.Qb2 
Nxc1 29.Bh6 f6 30.Qxc1u) 27...Kxg7 and 
Black is a clear pawn up. Instead White must 
play 25.Bxa6 Nb4 26.Qc3 Bxb2 27.Rxb2 d5 
28.Qf4 Nxa6 29.Nxc5 Nxc5 30.Rxc5 with a 
roughly even game. 
 
Najdorf (and also Euwe) fails to mention a 
winning line Reshevsky missed at move 31.  
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDnDkD} 
{0rDwDwDp} 
{bDw0qDpg} 
{Dw0wDpDw} 
{wDwDw)wD} 
{DP!wHw)P} 
{PGwDPDwI} 
{DR$wDwDw} 
vllllllllV 
Rather than 31.Qd2 as played, 31.Qh8+! 
would have settled matters, e.g. 31.Qh8+ Kf7 
32.Qxh7+ Bg7 33.Bxg7 Nxg7 34.Rc3 d5 
35.Ng2i as pointed out by Bronstein.  
 
Game 200, Geller-Petrosian: Mistakes 
pervade the note to Black’s 25th move. In the 
first place, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDkD} 
{DbDnDw0p} 
{w0w0qDw4} 
{0PDw0pDw} 
{wDPDw)wD} 
{)wDw)wDw} 
{wGwDw!P)} 
{Dw$wHRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 

the text move 25...e4 does not deserve a “!” 
and the alternative deemed inferior, 25...Be4, 
is probably Black’s best move. After 26.Nf3, 
Najdorf fails to examine the best reply, 
26...Nc5!, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDrDwDkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{w0w0qDw4} 
{0Phw0pDw} 
{wDPDb)wD} 
{)wDw)NDw} 
{wGwDw!P)} 
{Dw$wDRIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when if 27.fxe5? Nd3 28.Qe2 Nxc1 29.Rxc1 
Bxf3 30.Qxf3 dxe5 and Black is probably 
winning. Relatively best for White seems to 
be something like 27.Ng5 Qg6 28.Nxe4 fxe4 
29.Rc2 Nd3 30.Qe2 Rf8 31.fxe5 Rxf1+ 
32.Qxf1 dxe5, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{w0wDwDq4} 
{0PDw0wDw} 
{wDPDpDwD} 
{)wDn)wDw} 
{wGRDwDP)} 
{DwDwDQIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
when Black is clearly better, and if he cannot 
win he certainly is in no danger of losing. 
 
Looking at the lines Najdorf does examine, in 
a sub-variation of line (a), after 25...Be4 
26.Nf3 exf4 27.exf4 Rxc4 28.Ng5 Qd5 
29.Rxc4 Qxc4 30.Rc1 Qd3 31.Rc8+ Nf8 
32.Rc7 Rg6 33.h4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwhkD} 
{Dw$wDw0p} 
{w0w0wDrD} 
{0PDwDpHw} 
{wDwDb)w)} 
{)wDqDwDw} 
{wGwDw!PD} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black should not play 33...h5? allowing 
34.Qd4!i, but 33...h6! which should draw, 
viz.34.h5 Qd1+ 35.Qf1 (not 35.Kh2?? 
Qxh5+o) 35...Qxh5 36.Qc4+ Kh8 37.Qf7 
Qd1+ 38.Kh2 Qh5+ etc. 
 
Najdorf seems to believe the end position of 
variation (a) is good for White, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwhkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{w0Q0wDw4} 
{0P1wDpDw} 
{wDwDw)wD} 
{)wDwDwDw} 
{wGwDwDP)} 
{Dw$wDwDK} 
vllllllllV 
 
but after 32...Qe3 Rybka rates it even. 
 



Line (b) has several oversights. In its sub-
variation 26...Rxc4 27.Ng5 Qd5 28.Rxc4 
Qxc4 29.Rc1 Qxb5 30.Rc8+ Nf8 31.Nxe4, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDRDwhkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{w0w0wDw4} 
{0qDw0pDw} 
{wDwDN)wD} 
{)wDw)wDw} 
{wGwDw!P)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
not 31...fxe4?? 32.fxe5i as given, but 
31...Qd7!, when after, say, 32.Rxf8+ Kxf8 
33.Ng3 Black has at worst only a slight 
disadvantage.  
 
In the main line of variation (b), after 
26...Rxc4 27.Ng5 Qd5 28.Rxc4 Qxc4 
29.Rc1 Qd3 30.fxe5 dxe5 31.Rc8+ Nf8 
32.Bxe5,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDRDwhkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{w0wDwDw4} 
{0PDwGpHw} 
{wDwDbDwD} 
{)wDq)wDw} 
{wDwDw!P)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 32...Rg6 Black can improve with 
32...Qxb5=. And even with 32...Rg6 33.Nxe4 
as given, 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDRDwhkD} 
{DwDwDw0p} 
{w0wDwDrD} 
{0PDwGpDw} 
{wDwDNDwD} 
{)wDq)wDw} 
{wDwDw!P)} 
{DwDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Black is by no means obliged to lose with 
33...Qxe4?, but can play the Zwischenschach 
33...Qb1+! 34.Qf1 Qxe4, when White cannot 
play 35.Qa2+ as in the given line and Black 
has some drawing chances. 
 
Game 202, Boleslavsky-Szabó: A minor 
improvement: in the note to move 26, after 
26.Ra1, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{0wDwip0p} 
{wDwDwDwD} 
{Dw0B0bDw} 
{wDPDwDwD} 
{DwDw)PDw} 
{P4wDwDP)} 
{$wDwDwIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than Najdorf’s somewhat roundabout 
26...Bb1 27.a4 Ba2, it appears Black can win 
more directly and easily with 26...Be6, e.g. 
27.Bxe6 Kxe6 and 28...Rc2. 
 
Game 204, Euwe-Boleslavsky: While there 
was nothing wrong with the simple way 

Boleslavsky forced the win here, a strong line 
pointed out by Euwe at move 40 is worth 
noting. 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDwD} 
{DwDwDwDk} 
{pDw1wDpD} 
{DwHpDpgw} 
{wDb)pDwD} 
{Dw$w)w)P} 
{wDwDwDBD} 
{DwDw!wIw} 
vllllllllV 
 
Instead of 40...Bd8, best by far was 40...Rb2! 
(threatening 41...Re2 and 42...Qxg3), when 
White has no good defense, e.g. 41.Bf1 Bxf1 
42.Kxf1 Bh4! 43.Rb3 (if 43.gxh4 Qh2 and 
mate shortly) 43...Bxg3 44.Qa5 Rf2+ 45.Kg1 
Rf3o (about -5.06), or 41.Rxc4 dxc4 
42.Na4 Qb4! (about -9.68). 
 
Game 207, Petrosian-Smyslov: Two 
improvements are possible in second variation 
of the note to White’s 9th move. After 9.a3 
Bxc3+ 10.bxc3 0–0 11.Qxb7 Qa5 12.Qb2 
Rab8 13.Bxb8 Rxb8,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{w4wDwDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{wDnDphwD} 
{1wDpDbDw} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{)w)w)NDw} 
{w!wDw)P)} 
{$wDwIBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
rather than 14.Qc1?, which loses badly, White 
can resist with 14.Qd2!?, viz. 13...Ne4 
15.Qc1 Rb3 16.Nd2 Rxc3 17.Qb2, 
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{wDnDpDwD} 
{1wDpDbDw} 
{wDw)nDwD} 
{)w4w)wDw} 
{w!wHw)P)} 
{$wDwIBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 
and if 17...g6 18.Be2 Nxf2 19.Kxf2 Rc2 
20.Qb1 Rxd2 White is down only a pawn, or 
if 17...Nxf2 18.Rc1 (not 18.Kxf2? Rc2) 
18...Rxc1+ 19.Qxc1 Nxh1 20.Qxc6 Qxa3, 
White will probably win the cornered knight, 
with drawing chances in either case. 
 
The importance of 14.Qd2 is seen further on 
in the note, after 14.Qc1 Rb3 15.Nd2 Rxc3 
16.Qd1,  
 
cuuuuuuuuC 
{wDwDwDkD} 
{0wDwDp0p} 
{wDnDphwD} 
{1wDpDbDw} 
{wDw)wDwD} 
{)w4w)wDw} 
{wDwHw)P)} 
{$wDQIBDR} 
vllllllllV 
 

when rather than 16...Rc2?! which leads only 
to the relatively small advantage of two minor 
pieces for a rook, Black has the crushing 
16...Bc2!, viz. 17.Qe2 (or 17.Qc1 Ba4 
18.Qb1 Rc2 19.Qd1 Ne4o) 17...Ne4 18.f3 
Nxd2 19.Qxd2 Rxe3+ 20.Be2 Bd3o.  
 


