Foreword

I often thought about writing a book to analyze my best games and talk
about my greatest victories. But either I didn’t have time, or I kept thinking
that the best games were yet to come...

Well, it looks like I’ve been beaten to it — but this is no cause for regret on
my part! I looked at the games that Sarhan Guliev selected and analyzed and
I took great pleasure in recalling the very beginning of my professional career,
victories that I’d even forgotten. I feel that my style of play has always been
the same — I won most of my games through active play.

I hope that readers will enjoy this book. It only remains for me to say a
huge ‘thank you’ to Grandmaster Guliev for his captivating analysis of my
games and, of course, to those people who have placed me on the same ped-
estal as great masters Alekhine and Capablanca, Korchnoi and Carlsen. For
me this is a huge honour, I hope in my future games to demonstrate that this
is not without justification.

Veselin Topalov



Veselin Topalov's sporting journey

This book is devoted to the games of a great chess player who has done
much to set the agenda for the development of modern chess — Bulgarian
Grandmaster, FIDE 2005 World Chess Champion Veselin Topalov.

After becoming Under 14 World Chess Champion in 1989 Topalov be-
come one of the leading chess players in the world in the mid 1990s. The
wider Russian public first heard of the Bulgarian Grandmaster in 1994, when
Topalov beat the Great and Fearsome Garry Kasparov at the Olympiad.

V. Topalov - G. Kasparov [B81]
Olympiad, Moscow 1994

l.e4 ¢5 2.3 d6 3.d4 cxd4
4.9)xd4 96 5.7)¢3 a6 6.2e3 e6
7.g4 h6

Kasparov avoids the most prin-
cipled line 7...e5 8.2)f5 g6 9.g5 gxf5
10.exf5 d5 11.gxf6 d4.

8.14 (8.2.22!2 5)¢6 9.h3) 8...5)¢6
9.2¢2 e5 10.20f5 g6 11./)g3 exf4
12.2xf4 2.e6 13.2f1

Black only has one problem left
to solve — what to do with the bishop
on f8 in order to castle kingside. If he
moves it to €7 then the pawn on h6
will be left hanging; if he moves it to
g7 then the white bishop will take on
d6, preventing White from castling.
Black in the end decides to fianchet-
to his bishop, and after the capture
on db6 to take advantage of the vul-
nerability of the pawn on b2, bish-
op on d6, knight on c3 — basically,
of lots of White’s pieces. But this
means the black king has to remain
in the centre.

13...5¢8
Whe

(13...%b6!?)  14.h3

14...d5!? deserved considera-
tion (Bénsch) 15.e5 (15.exd5 Hxd5
16.5xd5 2xd5=) 15...50h7!.

15.%d2

15.%Wc1 4\d4 16.£.d3 (16.2.€3?
— Ftacnik — 16...9)xc2+ 17.Wxc2
Wxe3F).

15...2.¢7

15... Wxb2 16.5b1 Wa3
17.£f300; 15...5)d7 16.0-0-0 &\de5
17.a3 (17.£.e3= Bonsch) 17...4a5".

16.2.xd6

Apart from the pawn's capture
White has gained a permanent 'nail’
on d6 preventing the black king from
castling. However, 16.0-0-0 also
deserved consideration, given that
Black can still not play 16...0-0 due
to 17.2.xh6.

16...5)xg4

16...%)d4 also deserved considera-
tion. 17.e5!? (17.2.a3 £d8 18.2.d3%)
17..5)d7 (worse is 17...%xb2 18.exf6
Wyal+ 19. 212 Wxc3 20.%Yxc3 Exc3
21.fxg7 Eg8 22.%)e4+— and White
wins material according to analysis by
Dolmatov: 22...Exc2 23.0)\f6+ & d8
24.5\xg8 Exe2+ 25.%¢3 15 26.5)xh6
He3+ 27414 Hxh3 28.g8W+
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Sxg8  29.5)xg8+—) 18.0-0-0
Dxe2+ 19.9gxe2 Hxe5 20.5)d5
Wee 21.5c7+ Exc7 22.2xe5 Ed7
23.We3 2 xe5 24.Wxe5 0-0 25.4)¢3
Exd1+ 26.Exd1 Ec8 with a more or
less equal position;

16...4)d7 17.0-0-0 (17.e5 % cxe5
18.0-0-000)  17..5 b4  18.2.xb4
Wxb4 19.a3 Wh6. At first glance
Black seems to have excellent com-
pensation for the pawn, but White
can play 20.)f5!? gxf5 21.exfS £2.xc3
22.bxc3 eSS (22..%c5 23.fxeb)
23.fxe6 Wxe6 24.Wd6 Wxd6
25.58xd6 Zxc3 26.2b6 0-0 27.2xb7
Hxa3 28.Zf5 Ze8 29.2f1 with a
slight advantage in the endgame.

17.£.xg4 Wxb2

Or 17..2xg4 18.hxgd (18.%)a4
Wb5 19.hxgd Wxa4 20.%d5 Was5+
21.c3 Wxd5 22.exd5 £d8 23.49)e4)
18... %Wxb2 19.5)ge2 Wxal+ 20.%12
Wh221.5b1+.

18.e5!?

Maintaining the attack.
18.%)ge2!? also deserved consid-
eration (Speelman) 18..%Yxal+
19.212 W2 20.Eb1 Wxbl 21.4)xbl
Ed8 22.%f4. Black has insufficient
compensation for the queen.

18...5xe5

Otherwise the queen gets
trapped: 18...2.xg4 19.Zbl+—; 18...
£ xe519.5ge4 Wxal+ 20. L2 Wh2
21.Eblt; 18.. Wxal+ 19.12 Wh2
20.5b1 Wxb1 21.4xb1+.

19.2b1 Wxc3

Black chooses a dangerous path.
Better was 19...4)c4! 20.Exb2 (20.

2xe6? £xc3 21.2xf7+ Ld7—+)
20..50xd2  21.2xe6 fxe6 (21...
£xc3? 22.2xc8 Dxfl+ 23.%xfl
£ xb2+) 22.Exb7 (22.Lxd2 2.xc3+
23.&cl 2xb2+ 24.Lxb2 Hcd — it’s
very difficult to assess this position,
but given that the king ‘escapes’ via
d7 it seems that Black is OK) 22...
Hxf1!1? (a draw results with 22...
£ xc3 23.E1f7 Sred+ 24.8d1 Hxd6
25.5be7+ ©d8 26.Ed7+ Le8=)
23.%ge4 2.xc3+ 24.%xfl Ec6, and
the best that White can achieve is
perpetual check.

20.Wxe3 Exe3
22.Exb7

White’s threats along the 7% rank
are so powerful that Black’s extra
pawn is totally irrelevant.

22..9)c4

More resilient would have been
22..5d7 23.Ha7 (23.Bf7 &x{7
24.8xd7+ @f6 25.2e7+ &f7
26.£2.d6+ only leads to a draw) 23...
Ec824.59e4 £.d4 25.Exabx.

23.2b4 (23.2.¢5!?) 23..Ee3+
(23...Exg3 24.Exg7+) 24.0)e2 2.€5
25.Zff7 Exh3?

21.2xe6 fxe6

. %% 4
//

7, -
7
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We can only assume that in time
trouble Kasparov simply failed to see
White’s reply.

He should have played 25...£.d6.
Black’s position with his king in the
centre and the rook out on hS8 is tru-
ly awful, but White cannot mount
a decisive attack without bringing
along his knight. A possible contin-
uation is 26.2.xd6 &)xd6 27.Ebe7+
Ld8 28.2d7+ e 29.Efe7+ 18
30. 812 Hed (30...Ee5 31.5)d4+—)
31.Lf3 g5 (White threatened to
move the knight to f4; another at-
tempt — 31...2e3+ 32.%xe3 A5+
33.Led Gixe7 34.%0e5 L7 35.4)d4
Ze836.c4 g537.c5h5 38.c6+ —also
leads to a large advantage for White)
32.Za7. Black needs his knight to de-
fend against material threats, but for
now it cannot move as it is defending
the rook on e4. White needs to free
it up — 32...h5 33.Hed7 g4+ 34. 212
& e8 doesn’t help due to 35.Ef7+
L g8 36.Lfe7 L8 37.Exe8+ Lxe8
38.Ha8++—.

26.9)d4!

Taking advantage of the fact that
the knight cannot be taken due to
the mate threat White advances it to
join a decisive attack.

26...5e3+

26...2xd4 27.Efe7+ Ld8 28.
Zbs#; 26..Zhl+ 27.Le2 Zh2+
28. &d3+—. Maybe Black can
fight on after 26...2g3+ 27.%e2
(27.%11 Se3+ 28.Le2 &d5) 27...
Eh2+ 28. &3 £h4 29.Efe7+ 2. xe7
30.8xe7+ Ld8 31.9xe6+ Lc8

32.Ec7+ &b8 33.Exc4+, but also
without much success.

27. 411 EHed4 28.Zfe7+ Ld8
29.5\¢c6+

Black resigned due to the mate
threat: 29.9)c6+ Lc8 30.0)a7+
&d8 31.Zbd7#. Both players made
huge efforts to calculate combina-
tions and Topalov’s turned out to
be better. Moreover, the lines that
Kasparov chose were extremely risky.

1-0

Topalov’s membership of the
elite was firmly established in 1996
after a number of first places (either
joint or outright) in Madrid, Am-
sterdam, Lyon, Novgorod and Dos
Hermanas.

V. Topalov - G. Kasparov [B86]
Amsterdam 1996

l.ed ¢5 2.3 d6 3.d4 cxd4
4.5)xd4 716 5.5)¢3 a6 6.2.c4

This nearly dead variation (at
least at top levels) was brought back
to life by Nigel Short in his 1993
world title match against Kasparov.

6...6 7.2b3 4 bd7 8.f4 )¢5
9.0-0 (9.1413!2; 9.15!7) 9...%) cxed

Black has good play after 9...2.e7
10.e5 dxe5 11.fxe5 £ xb3 (the line
11..9)fd7 12.2.f4 ()18 13.Wf3 &hg6
was twice played against the author
of this text. It is sufficiently reliable
and I have the suspicion that White
barely has any advantage in these po-
sitions) 12.axb3 2.¢5 13.2.e3 &) d5.
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10.7\xe4 7)xe4 11.15 e5 12.Yh5
We7?!

12...d5 was probably stronger,
as Short played against Topalov in
the same tournament, and which
Lubomir Kavalek played way back
in 1965. 13.5el £c5 (13...exd4??
14.Exed4+ 2e7 15.f6! gxf6 16.2.xd5
Ef8 17.2h6+—) 14.Exe4 Lxd4+
15.&h1 (Topalov lost this game after
15.2.e3 0-0 16.2xd4 exd4 17.£.xd4
f6 18.2.¢5? — I8Wf365 provided
sufficient compensation — 18...2e8F)
15...0-0 (15...%%d7 16.Ee1 0-0 17.c3)
16.Eh4, and if 16...2xf5, then 17.
Exd4! g6 18.Eg4 Lh8 19.%9h4 & xg4
20.Yxg4 with an unclear position.

13.935)¢5(13...exd4 14.5el+)
14.9)¢6! W7 15.2.d5 a5?!

Better would have been 15...2.d7
16.5b4 27 17.2.c4 (the sacri-
fice 17.2.xf7+? &xf7 18./)d5 Wd§
19.%h5+ &g8—+ doesn’t work)
17...2.¢6 18.4)d5 £xd5 19.2xd5
with excellent positional compensa-
tion for the pawn.

16.£.g5! Za6?

Better was 16...2d7 17.9)e7!
(17.f6?! Topalov 17..g6 18.5)e7
{e600) 17...2.xe7 (17...f6
18.Wh5+ &xe7 — 18..&2d8 19.9)g6
2e8 20.Le3+ — 19.2xf6+! gxf6
— 19..9xf6 20 % h4+ g5 21 fxg6+
Yg7 2.Ef7+t— — 20.Wf7+ Hd§
21.Wxfo+ &8 22.%Wxh8 WdS
23.f6 — White has the advantage,
but the square for promoting the f
pawn is for now controlled by Black
and he can resist — analysis by To-

palov) 18.2xe7, and here: 18...f6
(18...Lxe7 19.f6+ Ld§ 20.fxg7
He8 21.2xf7+—; 18...%b6 19.f6 gb
20.5h1+) 19. Y g4 & c6,

E /@//
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which the human mind would not
consider, 20.2.xd6 (20.Wxg7 Zg8)
20...Wxd6 21.2xe6 Hxe6 22.fxe6
0-0 23.Zadl Wbe+ 24.&hl1 h5
25.Wh3 Eae8 with a more or less
equal position.

17.5Hd81+—
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This is a very unusual square for a
white piece, but it enables him to get
to the black king or obtain a decisive
material advantage.
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17..f6 18.0f7 Hg8 19.2e3
g6 20.7\g5! Hg7 (20...fxg5 21.f6!
Zh8 22.f7+ &d§ 23.2xg5+ 2e7
2485+ Exf8 25.Wxf8+ &d7
26.Wxe74#) 21.1xg6 Lxg6!

Losing is 21..hxgo 22.Yxf6
We7 23.217+ Ld8 24.2.c4 Wxf6
25.58xf6 Le7 26.5afl 215 27.5xf8
L xf8 28.2 xa6 Hxab 29.g4.

22. 207+ Wxf7 23.9)xf7 Lxf7

Kasparov has managed to get two
pieces and a pawn for his queen, but
the position is technically winning
for White.

24.2 xc5 dxc5 25.5adl 2.e7 26.2d5
and White won. 1—0

These two games with the then
Classical World Champion show To-
palov’s creative signature — turning
up the pressure, an unusual pattern
of struggle, a relaxed attitude to ma-
terial.

At the end of the 1990s Topalov
confidently joins the 2700+ club.
During these years Veselin’s playing
style is finally settled. The Bulgar-
ian finds it much easier than other
elite chess players of his generation
to give up material and frequently
looks for situations where he can do
so. Making a real material sacrifice
for domination becomes his favour-
ite trick.

E. Bareev - V. Topalov
Candidates match, Dortmund 2002,
1 game of the play off

i //
o /% 4y . /
v

e

17...b5! 18.5)a5 S dxe3! 19.fxe3
Nxe3 20.L12

E//E //
B 1

ary

////
X%

7,
Y,
g

%
% / 4% //%%
1
27%3 é a iy
/

% %,m////

Z.

///
///;&

20...5)xg2!

Black refuses to take the
rook, believing that the weakened
light-coloured squares around his
opponent’s king are more material.
20...9xd1 21.Exdl Ec8 22.9)xcb
Wd7 23.5a5+.

21.%xg2 Hc8 22.d4! Lhe
(22...exd4? 23.0\xc6 Wb6 24.9)x-
d4+-) 23.5e2 Ed7 24.Ebcl (24.
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W) exdd (24..2g4 25.\b3 He8
26.9)¢51)) 24...¢5! 25.dxe5 £.xc5+
26.bxc5 Exc5 27.00d4! (27.412
Exd1+ 28.Exdl Ec2!29.2.¢3 Exe2
30.Yxb6 axb6 31.4\b7 £h3x) 27...
exd4 28.5xc5 Wxce5 29.%c6 Wes
30.Wel (30.2xd4 We2 31.Wcl
Exd4 32.8xd4 £h3 33.2d2 We3+
34.%h1 Wed+ 35.Lgl We3+=)
30...%eq 31.Zel! Wd5 32.%c6 d3
33.Wxd5 2xd5 34.2d1 £e6, and
Topalov held the endgame (Y2—%).

T. Radjabov - V. Topalov
Wijk-aan-Zee 2003

/}%’/
Ham
//

/
_

23...5e8!?

Black’s position is better despite
being the exchange down — the
knight is too strong and the pressure
along the dark-coloured squares is
intense. With his last move (£c3-g3)
White gives up his material advan-
tage, agreeing to play a pawn down
—23...2xg3 24.hxg3 Hxg2 25.Lxg2
Ze8F with excellent chances for
Black to turn his material advan-
tage into a win. But you have to have

special nerves to turn down the ex-
change offered and to play materi-
al down, when you can play with a
pawn up!

24.5g4 He6 25.%c5 Hxg2 26.
Hxg2 a6F

And so on — Topalov in his
pointedly unhurried style pushes his
pawns forward, while his opponent,
devoid of counterplay (the rook on
g2 looks extremely unwieldy, the
pawn on h2, f2 and d4 are weak),
slowly loses.

27.%a3 g6 28.%c3 We7 29.b3
Wa3 30.We2 We7 31.%f1 cxb3
32.%xh3 Wd6 33.Ld3 L4 34.Yd2
W5 35.%d3 Hed! 36.Lp3 g7
37.%d3 h5 38.Yp3 216 39.5g3
214!

He could have taken the pawn
on d4, but then he would have had
to defend his pawn on d5S. Instead
of this, Topalov ties his opponent up
even further, attacking nearly all his
weaknesses simultaneously.

40.%e3 h4 41.5g2 Lf3 42.Ye2
a543.%vg1 K14 44.2h1 Hed 45.2%11
a4 46.5d2 2xd4+ 47.%d1 2e5
48.f3

He cannot take on d5 48.Zxd5
due to 48...h3 49.Egl Wf4 50.5g3
Wxf2—+.

48...5b4 49.2d3 h3 50.2e2 d4
51.512 214 52.%e2 Zb1+ 53.2d1
d3—+ 54.9f1 Exdl 55.%xd1
d2 56.Ze2 Wd3 57.5f2 (57.He4
We3—+) 57..2e3 58.5f1 2d4
59.a3 ©g80 60.f4 Wed+ 61.2f3
212!
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White resigned. Impressive play
all over the board leaving his oppo-
nent totally helpless. 0—1

A. Kharlov - V. Topalov [C24]
FIDE World Chess Championship,
Tripoli 2004

l.ed4 5 2.2.¢4 916 3.d3 ¢6 (3...
d5) 4.913 £e7 5.0-0 d6 6.a4 0-0
7.Eel S \bd7 8.5)¢3 )¢5 9.d4 exd4
10.5)xd4

On the board we see something
akin to the Philidor Defence, but
White has lost a tempo (d3-d4). 10...
a511.214 {1gd 12.2.e2 OHf6

Probably, Topalov didn’t like
12...5e5 13.2.¢3 f4, but Black’s two
last moves look like he is returning
White the lost tempos that he needs
to hold an advantage.

13.213 Ze8 14.%d2 g6 15.h3
NHfd7 16.2ad1 218 17.g4

An interesting plan to strength-
en his position. Unlike a simi-
lar structure in the King’s Indian
White has a pawn on c¢2 instead of
c4. Because of this, and also due
to the pawn on a4, White has no
chance to chase the knight from c5
and launch an attack on the queen-
side. This means that he needs to
pressurize Black on the kingside, as
demonstrated by White’s last move.
17.6)de2?! Hes.

17...%p6

A position more akin to the
King’s Indian is reached with 17...
$e5!? 18.2¢g2 297 19.%cl (here

in reply to 19.b3 Black finds 19...
Hed3=)19..Wpbe=.

18.2.g2 {e5

But not 18..%xb2?? 19.Ebl
Wa3 20.2al Wb4 21.Eebl Wed
22.8f1+—.

19.b3 Wh4 20.7\de2+

I think that White can be hap-
py with the outcome of the open-
ing — the black bishop, unlike in the
King’s Indian, is stuck on the pas-
sive square f8, the knight on e5 can
be easily chased away with the move
f4, and Black has no real targets for
counterplay. Maybe Topalov’s subse-
quent sharp counterplay arose from
a desire not to simply wait and see
what White would do.

20...f6

Not a ‘King’s Indian’ move —
and I don’t really understand it. I
can only assume that he had some
of the following ideas in mind: 1) to
free up the f7 square for his knight
and strengthen the pawn on d6, but
in this case with his next move you
could say that Topalov changed his
mind; 2) not to allow White to use
the g5 square for his pawn or bish-
op; 3) to free up the 7" rank for
the rook, but this would be too far
ahead; 4) to wait for the move £.e3
and sacrifice a piece — given the fol-
lowing events this seems the most
likely.

We should also consider the im-
mediate 20...h5 21.gxh5 (21.2.xe5
dxe5 — 21...Exe5 22.f45e8 23.gxh5
gxh5 24 h2 — 22.gxh5 He6 with
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the dark-squared bishop providing
some, albeit probably insufficient,
compensation) 21...2xh3 22.£xe5
£ xg2 23.2.xd6 £.xed 24.2 xf8 Exf8
25.9)xe4 Wxe4 26.5)g3 Wed+ and
White has the initiative; 20...2¢6
21.2.g5!7.

21.2.e3 h5!? 22.f4 (22.gxh5 2 x-
h300 23.2xc5 Wxc5 24.hxgb £.g4
25.14) 22...5 xgd!?

What is most surprising in Black’s
last two moves is that they are played
by a person who won the first game
of the match and only needs a draw
to win the match!

Another way to sacrifice a piece
is 22..hxg4 23.fxe5 gxh3 24.2f3
dxe5 25.%h2, but here compensa-
tion is unlikely to be sufficient — the
black king may be too weak.

23.hxgd £ xgd 24.Yel f5

After this it is difficult to com-
ment on the game. It is clear that for
a long time Black’s compensation
remained insufficient; but I cannot
find a clear path for White to reach
a technically won position.

25.2d4 (25.exf5!?) 25...%p6
26.9d2 We727.2602 Ze6 28.5c4

28.e5 dxe5 29.fxe5 Hxe5 (29...
Bh7A 2h6)30.2¢3 2¢g7c0.

28...5Z2e8 29.5)d4

29.e5 dxe5 30.Exc5 (30.£xc5
S xc5+ 31.Exc5 WboF) 30...ex-
fa=; 29.5)cl fxe4 30.2xc5 dxc5
31.Ecxe4 £g7 (3l..c4 32.bxcd
£ ¢5+ 33.59h2 We7 34.g3).

29...Exed! 30.5)xed “)xed 31.
£ xed4 fxedo

White now has an extra rook;
but when you have a piece against a
large number of pawns you need to
somehow try to attack them from the
side or from behind, and here White
doesn’t manage to do this.

32.2¢3

32.00b5 Wd7 33.5c¢3 &f3
34.%h2  WfS;  32.8)xc6 bxch
33.Ecxedo0.,

32..d5 33.Z2g3 £d6 34.2e3
Wa7 35.¢3

It’s dangerous to attempt to
‘grab’ a pawn on the way: 35.%xa5
g5 (35..h4 36.Z¢g2 h3 37.Zh2 £f3
38. 012 Wed) 36.%d2 Zf8 37.Efl
exf4d  (37..%Wc7 38.Hxgd hxgd
39.5)e6+—) 38.2.xf4 Wf7 39.4)e2
L h7 40.2xg4 hxgd 41.c4.

35...518 36.Zf1 b6 37.Zf2 c¢5
38.45\b5

As the game’s commentators
correctly pointed out (Shipov and
Ivanov), this is not the right square
for the knight either (all the action
is taking place on the kingside), and
from this moment in time White ex-
periences serious difficulties. Cor-
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rect would have been 38.7)e2!? or
38.0)¢2.

38...2b8 39.51g2 g5 40.512 (40.
Exgd hxgd 41.fxg5 g3=) 40... g7
41. el (41.Egg2!? EfS 42.fxg5
213 43.g6 £xg2 44.Exg2) 41... g6
42,961 Zf5 43.5gg2 W7 44.fxg5
213 45.5h2 2 xh2+ 46.Exh2 Zf4!

An impressive disdain of mate-
rial.

47.2 xf4 Wxf4 48.% g2

This leads to an almost forced
loss, but 48.%e] e3 would not leave
him with any chances of gaining his
necessary victory either.

48..h4 49.Wel e3 50.Zh2
Wxg5+ 51.%11 h3 52.Yp1+ 2ed
53.%ph2 2d3+ 0-1

You can argue about the correct-
ness of the sacrifice, but the game as
a whole leaves a strong impression —
the powerful, ‘anti-material’ on-
slaught by Black and the helpless-
ness of the White pieces despite their
numerical advantage.

Another curious feature of Top-
alov’s play is his attitude towards his
own king. Everybody, and Topalov
too, knows very well that the safest
place for it is behind some pawns,
somewhere on gl orbl, yet time and
again the Bulgarian brings the king
to the centre — much more often
than other players.

G. Kasparov - V. Topalov
Wijk-aan-Zee 1999

A famous game, which
Kasparov considers to be one of
the best in his career. It has been
exhaustively analyzed in the third
volume of Garry Kasparov on Gar-
ry Kasparov; here we recall just a
few key highlights.

7

For the moment Topalov is lur-
ing his opponent to making flank
manoeuvres )a5 and 2 h3 in order
to be able to play d5 and take advan-
tage of the somewhat lack of harmo-
ny in the White position.

17...&b8 18./)a5 £a8 19.2h3
d5 20.Yf4+ (20.exd5 Dfxds
21.00xd5 Exd5 22.Wf4+ Wey
23.Wf6 He8) 20...2a7 21.Ehel d4
22.5)d5

Given Kasparov’s playing style
22.4)a2 was unlikely.

22...bxd5 (22...5)1xd5?
23.exd5 Wd6 24. Wxf7++—) 23.exd5
Wd6 24.Xxd4!
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24...cxd4

24..Bb6!  was and

stronger
would have forced White into playing
25.b4 Wxf4 26.Exf4 G xd5 27.Exf7.

Here White has several problems
given his knight out of position on
a5, but he is probably not much
worse, for example: 27...Zhe8 (27...
cxb4 28.axbd Hxb4 29.40b3 £.d5
30.Ef6+ &6 31.4)d4 Zdf8 32.Exf8
EIXf8 33.2)xc6 2.xc6) 28.Exe8 Exe8
29.5 b3 cxb4 30.axbd Eel+ 31.&b2
Ee2 32.Exh7 &\xb4 33.2h6 Exc2+
34. &bl 2.xf3 35.2.15.

25.5e7+!

Nice, but it wasn’t a surprise for
Topalow.

25... b6 (25...Wxe7? 26.Lx-
d4++— b8 27.Whbo+ 2b7
28.0\c6+) 26.Wxd4+ ELxa5 (26...
Wes 27 Wxfo+ Wd6 28.2.e6!! £.xd5
29.b4+—) 27.b4+ L a4 28.Yc3

He could have won with 28.5a7!
Ab7 (28..4xd5 29.Exa6+!! Wxa6
30.Wb2 ) c3+ 31.Wxc3 £.d5 32.&b2
with mate on b3) 29.Exb7 Wxd5 (29...
xd5 30.2.d7!" Ea8 31.2xb5+ axb5
32.Ea7+ Wa6 33.Wxd5 Wxa7 34.

Wh3# or 30..5Exd7 31.%b2 Hc3+
32.Wxc3 Wdl+ 33.&b2 Hd3 34.
Ha7!+-)30.Eb6 a5 (30...2a8 31.Wxf6
a5 32.2f1+-) 31.2a6 Ha8 32.We3!!
Hxab (32..Ehe8 33. Lxa8 Lxa8
34.Lb2+-) 33.%b2 axb4 34.axb4
Lxb4 35. W3+ Lad 36.Wa3#.
28...%xd5 (28...2.xd5? 29.&b2)
29.5a7 (29.9b2? Wd4) 29...2b7 30.
Exb7 (30.Wc7? Wdl+=) 30... Y4
30..Ehe8! 31.Eb6 Ha8 32.
£ f1+—, capturing the c4 square and
threatening a diversion with Zd6.
31.Yxf6 Lxa3
Just as when accepting a sac-
rifice Black is driven by a desire to
fight, optimism and aesthetic pleas-
ure. Better is 31...2d1+ 32.&b2 Za8
(32... Wd4+ 33.Wxd4 Hxd4 34.Exf7
Hd6 35.2e7 A 2e6) 33.Wb6 Wd4+
(33...a5 34.2d7! Ed5 35.%We3 axb4
36.8a7++—) 34.Wxd4 IHxd4 35.
EIXf7 a5 36.2.e6 axb4 37.2b3+ a5
38.axbd+Lb6 39.Exh7 8 40. f4, but
not 31...5£a8? 32.%b6 a5 33.Za7+—.
32.Wxa6+ L xbd4 33.¢3+! Lxc3
34.YWal+ Ld2 35.Ybh2+ &dl
36.2f1! Zd2 37.2d7!

7

Y
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A forgotten resource, and so the
king’s ‘long walk’ will not go unpun-
ished.

37..5xd7 38.2xc4 bxcd 39.
Wxh8 Zd3 40.Ya8 c3 41.Yagq+
Lel 42.f41543.Lcl 2d2 44. a7

Black resigned. 1-0

A wonderful achievement by the
winner; but take note of the fighting
spirit and guts of the loser. Maybe his
readiness to struggle to the end with
the strongest players was one of the
reasons for Topalov’s future victo-
ries.

Topalov is great at finding solu-
tions in the style of ‘don’t let him
develop, open him, tactical play and
checkmate’.

V. Topalov - E. Bareev [C11]
Candidates match, Dortmund 2002,
2" game of play off

l.ed e6 2.d4 d5 3.%¢3 96
4.2.g5 dxe4 5.9 xe4 9 \bd7 6.9)f3
27 7.0xf6+ 2.xf6 8.h4 5 9.2d2
cxd4 10.%)xd4 h6

Another example from Topal-
ov’s games with a similar position:
10...0-0 11.0-0-0 h6 12./)f3 Whe
13.c3e514.2e3Wa515.g4 4 16.g5!
Se7 17.gxh6! Wxa2 18.Wd4! &H\f6
19.hxg7 Ee8 20.2.c4 Wal+ 21.Lc2
Wad+ 22.2b3 Wxdd 23.5)xd4
Bxg7 24 Edgl+ Lh7 25.2.xf7 Ef8
26.2g6+ ®h8 27./0f5+—, and
White won (Topalov — Shirov, Leon
2001)

11.2xf6 & \xf6
12.%p41?

This prevents Black from castling
kingside. 12.0-0-0!?.

12..5d5

Similar to the game 12..%We7
13.2b5+ 2d7 14.2xd7+ Wxd7
15.0-0-0 £d5 16.%a3t; but 12...a5
deserved consideration (a recom-
mendation by Rabinovich), and he
manages to chase the queen from
the diagonal: 13.2.b5+ £.d7 14.%a3
We7,

13.%a3 We7 14.2b5+ 247
15.2xd7+ &xd7

In this game this move didn’t
work out, although objectively it’s
not a bad move. Maintaining the op-
tion of castling would have allowed
15...%xd7 16.0-0-0 a6 17.2h3".

16.Yad4+ Ke7 17.2h3! a6
18.5Zb3  (18.0-0-0!?1) 18...%Yc5!
19.0-0-0

(11...%xf61?)

19...b5?

The last chance to fight on would
have been 19...2)b6! 20.£xe6+ (20.
Wha Wxbd 21.Exb4 Ead8=) 20...
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