
(The annotations to this game, by M. I. Dvoretsky, are from Shakhmaty v SSSR (№ 5, 1986).  The 

translation from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin.  The game is also annotated by 

Jussupow & Dvoretsky in Chess Informant (vol. 41/502).  Variations from that source are also 

presented at key junctures.) 

 
Thus, after victory in the 5th game Jussupow had levelled the score.  The following duel proved 

to be a turning point. 

 

Timman – Jussupow 

6th match-game, FIDE Candidates’ Quarter-final, Tilburg, 26th January 1986 

 

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.Nf3 Be7 5.Bg5 h6 6.Bxf6 Bxf6 7.Qb3 c6  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8rsnlwqk+-tr0 
7zpp+-+pzp-0 
6-+p+pvl-zp0 
5+-+p+-+-0 
4-+PzP-+-+0 
3+QsN-+N+-0 
2PzP-+PzPPzP0 
1tR-+-mKL+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
8.0–0–0!? 

A sharp and principled continuation.  In the 3rd game of the match v. Karpov (Moscow, 1985) 

Kasparov limited himself to the modest 8.e3, and after 8...Nd7 9.Rd1 0–0 10.Bd3 b6 11.cxd5 cxd5 

12.e4 dxe4 13.Bxe4 Rb8 14.0–0 b5! Black achieved equality.  In the case of 8.e4 dxe4 9.Nxe4 it is 

dangerous to take at d4, but 9...Qa5+ is not bad.  In the First League of the 53rd USSR 

Championship (Kharkov, 1985) Dolmatov, v. Pigusov, tried 8.Rd1 0–0 9.e4, but here too Black 

managed to achieve an acceptable game with 9...dxe4 10.Nxe4 Nd7 11.Be2 e5! 12.0–0 exd4 

13.Nxd4 Bxd4 14.Rxd4 Qe7. 

 

8...dxc4 

A logical decision.  Otherwise after 9.e4 the exchange at c4 is less strong – White would have 

taken with the bishop. 

 

9.Qxc4 b5 10.Qb3  

 

 



XIIIIIIIIY 
8rsnlwqk+-tr0 
7zp-+-+pzp-0 
6-+p+pvl-zp0 
5+p+-+-+-0 
4-+-zP-+-+0 
3+QsN-+N+-0 
2PzP-+PzPPzP0 
1+-mKR+L+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
10...a5 

Black tries to exploit the minuses of the early entry into the game of the enemy queen, attacking 

it with pawns, but in so doing he lags somewhat in development.  The subject of the coming 

conflict is now clear: on Black's flank attack there should follow the breakthrough in the centre, 

d4–d5.  Admittedly, after the break the white king can prove to be in danger, since the c-file will be 

opened, as well as the diagonal a1–h8 for the f6–bishop.  Thus, the struggle will probably sharpen 

to the maximum. 

 

11.e4 a4 12.Qc2 Nd7 

Not hurrying to castle, in order not to come under the attack h2–h4 followed by g2–g4–g5 or 

even Nf3–g5. 

 

13.d5!? 

(Translator’s note: In Chess Informant, Jussupow & Dvoretsky indicate that the more restrained 

13.e5 Be7 14.Ne4 Bb7 15.Kb1 should be preferred.) 

 

13...cxd5 14.exd5  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+lwqk+-tr0 
7+-+n+pzp-0 
6-+-+pvl-zp0 
5+p+P+-+-0 
4p+-+-+-+0 
3+-sN-+N+-0 
2PzPQ+-zPPzP0 
1+-mKR+L+R0 
xabcdefghy 



 
14...a3?! 

Perhaps crossing the boundary of permissible risk.  Safer is 14...0–0 15.dxe6 fxe6, only now 

intending ...a4–a3. 

 

15.dxe6 axb2+ 16.Kb1 fxe6 

The piece sacrifice 16...0–0 17.exd7 Qa5 is incorrect.  White can reply 18.Qb3! Bb7 (18...Bxc3 

19.dxc8=Q) 19.Nd4 b4 20.Ncb5. 

 

17.Qe4! 

Tempting is 17.Qg6+ Kf8 (17...Ke7 18.Nd4, and impossible is 18...Qb6 on account of 

19.Nf5+!) 18.Nd4, but after 18...Qb6 19.Qe4 Bb7 20.Nxe6+ Kg8 Black has everything in order.  

The move in the game is much stronger. 

 

(Translator’s note: In Chess Informant, Jussupow & Dvoretsky give as their main line the variation 

17.Qg6+ Kf8 18.Nxb5 Bb7!? 19.Nd6 (19.Bc4!?) 19...Qe7 20.Nxb7 Nb6!, intending 21...Qa3 and 

21...Na4; they assess this position as unclear.  They also consider 17.Nxb5 0–0 18.Nc7?! Ra7! 

19.Nxe6? Rxa2!; and 17.Bxb5!?.) 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+lwqk+-tr0 
7+-+n+-zp-0 
6-+-+pvl-zp0 
5+p+-+-+-0 
4-+-+Q+-+0 
3+-sN-+N+-0 
2Pzp-+-zPPzP0 
1+K+R+L+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
17...Bxc3!! 

A positional exchange sacrifice – Black counts on the strength of the b2–pawn, supported by the 

bishop.  Losing is 17...Qa5 in view of 18.Qxe6+ Kf8 19.Bxb5 followed by 20.Bc4 or 20.Bxd7.  A 

less decisive and confident chessplayer than Jussupow would possibly have reconciled themselves to 

the endgame minus a pawn after  17...Rb8 18.Qxe6+ Qe7 19.Qxe7+ Kxe7 20.Nd5+, but the 

prospect of a depressing struggle for a draw did not suit Artur in the least. 

 

18.Qxa8 0–0 

In the press centre Andersson suggested 18...Qc7 19.Bxb5 0–0 20.Qc6 Qxc6 21.Bxc6 Nc5, 

convincingly demonstrating that Black retains quite good counter-chances in the endgame.  

Jussupow chooses a sharper continuation. 



 

19.Qc6 

During the game, 19.Bxb5 seemed more correct to Jussupow; on this he could choose between 

Andersson's recommendation 19...Qc7 and another fairly good continuation, 19...Qe7.  In 

contrast, in the press centre Timman's move was considered to be the strongest and virtually 

winning, since after the obvious 19...Qf6 20.Bxb5 it is not clear what Black does next.  For some 

reason no-one had foreseen Jussupow's next move. 

19...b4!  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+lwq-trk+0 
7+-+n+-zp-0 
6-+Q+p+-zp0 
5+-+-+-+-0 
4-zp-+-+-+0 
3+-vl-+N+-0 
2Pzp-+-zPPzP0 
1+K+R+L+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
It transpires that White cannot exploit the pin on the knight at d7.  On 20.Bb5 there follows 

20...Qf6 21.Rxd7 Bxd7 22.Qxd7 Rd8 with the terrible threat of ...Qf5(g6)+.  In the case of 

20.Qxe6+ Kh8 21.Bb5 there is also the ‘normal’ reply 21...Qf6 22.Qxf6 (22.Bxd7? Qxe6) 22...Nxf6 

with excellent compensation for the exchange.  But there is also another, ‘fantastic’ possibility, 

excellently illustrating the hidden resources of the position – a sacrifice of the queen for all of a single 

bishop: 21...Nc5!? 22.Rxd8 Rxd8 23.Qg6 Be6 with the threats of 24...Ra8! and 24...Bg8! followed 

by ...Bh7. 

 

20.Bc4! Kh8  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+lwq-tr-mk0 
7+-+n+-zp-0 
6-+Q+p+-zp0 
5+-+-+-+-0 
4-zpL+-+-+0 
3+-vl-+N+-0 
2Pzp-+-zPPzP0 
1+K+R+-+R0 
xabcdefghy 



 
21.Qe4? 

From this point on White's position begins to go downhill.  Also unsuccesful was 21.Bxe6 on 

account of 21...Qf6 22.Bxd7 Qf5+ or 22...Qxc6, but it was worth choosing between 21.Bb3!? (with 

the intention of organising both attack and defence along the diagonal b1–h7); and the more active 

21.Rd6!?.  In the latter case Black would possibly have replied 21...Qf6 22.Rhd1 (22.Rxd7 Bxd7 

23.Qxd7 Qg6+ and 24...Qxg2; or 22.Rxe6 Qf5+ 23.Qe4 Qxe4+ 24.Rxe4 Nc5) 22...Ne5 23.Nxe5 

Bxe5 24.R6d2 Bc3 (24...Qe7) 25.Rd3 Qe7, intending 26...e5 or 26...Bb7. 

 

(Translator’s note: In Chess Informant, Jussupow & Dvoretsky suggest the continuation 21.Rd6 

Qf6 22.Bd3!? Ne5 23.Nxe5 Bxe5 24.Qe4 Qf5, when Black retains compensation for the slight 

material deficit.) 

 

21...Qc7 

Here too it was possible to sacrifice the queen for a minor piece: 21...Nc5!? 22.Rxd8 Rxd8 

23.Qh4 (23.Qe3 Bb7) 23...Bf6, but in this case Black could have pretended at more than an 

equalisation of the chances, while Jussupow was probably already thinking of more. 

 

22.Nh4 

White's threats are easily repulsed, but it was all the same necessary to undertake something 

against 22...Nc5(f6) and 23...Bb7.  (Translator’s note: In addition, 22...Rf4 was threatened.) 

 

22...Ne5 23.Bd3  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+l+-tr-mk0 
7+-wq-+-zp-0 
6-+-+p+-zp0 
5+-+-sn-+-0 
4-zp-+Q+-sN0 
3+-vlL+-+-0 
2Pzp-+-zPPzP0 
1+K+R+-+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
23...Nxd3! 

Also possible was 23...g5, but the move in the game is much stronger: after the exchange of the 

light-squared bishop the role of the c8–bishop increases sharply. 

 

24.Ng6+ 

Was it worth hurrying with this check? 



 

24...Kg8 25.Rxd3? 

Bad was 25.Nxf8? Nc5, but obligatory was 25.Qxd3, forcing a modest reply 25...Re8.  

(Translator’s note: In Chess Informant, Jussupow & Dvoretsky indicate that Black's plan is now to 

continue with ...Bb7 and...e6–e5; they consider that after 26.Qb5?! Qf7 Black stands clearly better.) 

 

25...Rxf2 26.Rf3 

Or 26.Rhd1 Bf6. 

 

26...Rxf3 27.gxf3 

(Translator’s note: Or 27.Qxf3 Qf7, and Black stands clearly better (Jussupow & Dvoretsky).) 

 

27...Qd6! 

Not permitting the rook to d1.  28...Bb7! is threatened, while in the case of 28.Nf4 strong is 

28...Ba6 with the threat of 29...Qxf4!. (Translator’s note: In Chess Informant, Jussupow & Dvoretsky 

instead indicate 28...Bd7 followed by 29...Bc6.  The same move is given in reply to 28.Kc2.) 

 

28.Qc2 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+l+-+k+0 
7+-+-+-zp-0 
6-+-wqp+Nzp0 
5+-+-+-+-0 
4-zp-+-+-+0 
3+-vl-+P+-0 
2PzpQ+-+-zP0 
1+K+-+-+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
28...e5! 

But not 28...Bb7 29.Rd1 Bd5 30.Rxd5!? exd5 31.Qf5, and White can still defend.  But now on 

29.Rd1, 29...Qxd1+! 30.Qxd1 Bf5+ decides. 

 

(Translator’s note: Jussupow was by now short of time.) 

 

29.Nh4 Be6 30.Rd1 Bd4! 31.Qa4 

Bad is 31.Nf5 Qa6 or 31.Qxb2 Qd8! 32.Qf2 Qf6.  (Translator’s note: Here Jussupow & 

Dvoretsky continue their analysis: 33.Qg3 Bxa2+! 34.Kc2 (34.Kxa2 Qa6+) 34...Qc6+ 35.Kd3 Qc3+ 

36.Ke4 Qc2+ 37.Rd3 Qc6+ 38.Kf5 Qe6+ 39.Ke4 Bd5#.  They also point out the line 31.Qg6 Qd7 

32.f4 Bxa2+!, etc.) 



 

31...Qd8 32.Qc6 

(Translator’s note: Or 32.Qa6 Qd5 33.Qa4 Kf7 with the unstoppable threat of ...g7–g5 

(Jussupow & Dvoretsky).) 

 

32...Bd5 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-wq-+k+0 
7+-+-+-zp-0 
6-+Q+-+-zp0 
5+-+lzp-+-0 
4-zp-vl-+-sN0 
3+-+-+P+-0 
2Pzp-+-+-zP0 
1+K+R+-+-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
33.Rxd4 exd4 34.Qb5 Qa8! 

The concluding blow. 

 

35.Kxb2 Qxa2+ 36.Kc1 Qa1+ 37.Kd2 Qc3+ 38.Kd1 Bb3+ 

White resigned.  An impressive rout! 

 

 


