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THE EXCHANGE VARIATION

9 The Exchange Variation

1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Ìc3 Ìf6
This move allows White to play the

most challenging form of Exchange
Variation, with Íg5 and retaining pos-
sibilities of Ìge2.

4 cxd5 exd5 5 Íg5 (D)

White has several possible middle-
game plans in this line, of which the
main ideas are: 1) A queenside minor-
ity attack with b4-b5; 2) Attack in the
centre with (e3-)e4.

Black’s possible plans are: a coun-
terattack using his kingside pawns; a
kingside attack based on piece-play;
positional methods of defence, involv-
ing the creation of a defensive barrier
by ...b5 or piece control of c4 and b5.

It is important to bear these plans in
mind as they subtly affect the opening
play for both sides.

Getting back to specifics, Black has
two main continuations here:
A: 5...Íe7 134
B: 5...c6 137

Other continuations have also been
tried in practice, but without success:

a) 5...Íe6?! 6 e3 c5 7 Íb5+ Ìc6 8
Íxf6 gxf6 9 Ìge2 a6 10 Íxc6+ bxc6
11 0-0 Îg8 12 Êh1 f5 13 dxc5 Íxc5
14 Ìf4 Íd6 15 Ìce2 À Furman-Spas-
sky, USSR 1958.

b) 5...c5?! 6 Íxf6 gxf6 7 e3 Íe6 8
Ìge2 Ìc6 9 g3 æ Pillsbury-Steinitz,
Hastings 1895.

A)
5...Íe7 6 e3
In this position Black can, if he

wishes, transpose to Line B24 by play-
ing 6...c6. Other continuations have
also been tried in practice:
A1: 6...h6 134
A2: 6...Ìbd7 135
A3: 6...0-0 136

A1)
6...h6 7 Íh4 0-0 8 Íd3 (D)

8...b6
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Black can try 8...Îe8, hoping for 9
Ëc2?! c5! 10 Ìge2 Ìc6 11 dxc5 d4
12 Îd1 g5 13 Íg3 dxc3 14 Íc4! Ëa5
15 Ëg6+ Êh8, when 16 Ëxh6 Ìh7 is
unconvincing for White, and 16
Íxf7? loses to the attractive sequence
16...cxb2+ 17 Êf1 (Azmaiparashvili-
Sr.Cvetkovi‡, Stary Smokovec 1983)
17...Îd8! 18 Íd6 Íf5! 19 Ëxf5 Îxd6!
20 Îxd6 Ëxc5! ø+. However, simpler
and stronger is 9 Ìge2 Ìbd7 10 0-0
c6 (or 10...Ìf8 11 Ëc2 c6 12 f3 Íe6
13 Îad1 Îc8 14 Êh1 À Malaniuk-
Kasperek, Katowice 1991) 11 f3 c5 12
Ëc2 b6 13 Íb5 Íb7 14 Íxf6 Íxf6
15 dxc5 bxc5 16 Îad1 d4! 17 exd4
cxd4 18 Ìxd4 Ëb6 19 Ëf2 Îed8 20
Ìb3 À Botvinnik-Porath, Amsterdam
OL 1954.

White has a stable advantage after
the straightforward 8...c5 9 dxc5 Ìbd7
10 Ìge2 Ìxc5 11 Íc2 Íe6 12 0-0
Îc8 (or 12...Ìce4 13 Ëd3 Îc8 14
Íxf6 Ìxf6 15 Îfd1 Ëb6 16 Íb3
Îfd8 17 Ìf4 Íd6 18 Ìfxd5 Ìxd5 19
Ìxd5 Íxd5 20 Íxd5 Ëxb2 21 Îab1
Ëc3 22 Ëxc3 Îxc3 23 Îxb7 æ Gulko-
Lputian, Tashkent 1984) 13 Ëd4 Ëb6
14 Îab1 Îfd8 15 Îfc1 À Portisch-
Pfleger, Skopje OL 1972.

9 Ìge2 Íb7 10 0-0
10 Íxf6 is overly hasty: 10...Íxf6

11 b4 c5 12 bxc5 bxc5 13 Îb1 cxd4 14
exd4 Íc6 = Antoshin-Zinn, Germany
1966.

10...Ìbd7 11 Îc1
11 Íg3 c5 12 Ìf4 c4 13 Íb1 Îe8

14 f3 Íb4 15 Íf2 Ìf8 16 Ìfe2 a6 is
unclear, Polugaevsky-Ab.Khasin, USSR
1956. However, 11 f3!? deserves atten-
tion: 11...c5 12 Ëd2 Îe8 13 Íf2 Íf8
14 g4 with the initiative, Lama-Gomez
Velasco, Argentina 1992.

11...Îe8
If 11...c5 then 12 Íb1 a6 13 dxc5

bxc5 14 Ëc2 g5 15 Íg3 Ëb6 16 Îfd1
with a slight advantage for White,
Draško-Dervishi, Panormo Z 1998.

12 Íb1 c6 13 f3 c5 14 Íf2 Íd6 15
Îe1 a6 16 Ìg3 Ëb8 17 Îc2 Ìf8 18
a3 Ìe6 19 Ía2 cxd4 20 exd4 b5 21
Êh1!

Intending Ìf5.
21...g6 22 Ìf1 Íc6 23 Íh4
À Bagirov-Abramovi‡, Erevan 1982.

A2)
6...Ìbd7 7 Íd3 Ìf8 (D)

Black’s idea is to play ...Ìe6, meet-
ing Íh4 with ...g6, ...Ìg7 and ...Íf5,
with a favourable exchange of light-
squared bishops.

8 Ìf3
8 Ìge2!? deserves serious atten-

tion: 8...Ìe6 9 Íh4 g6 10 0-0 Ìg7 11
f3 À/æ.

Beliavsky’s idea 8 f4!? is also inter-
esting: 8...c6 9 f5 Ìe4 10 Íxe7 Ëxe7
11 Ëf3 Ëb4 12 Ìge2 Ëxb2 13 Íxe4
Ëxa1+ 14 Íb1 Ìd7 (Beliavsky-Lju-
bojevi‡, Linares 1989) 15 Ëg3 0-0 16
f6 g6 (16...Ìxf6 17 0-0 intending 18
Îf6 or 18 Íh7 æ) 17 0-0 Ëb2 18 h4!

THE EXCHANGE VARIATION 135

r+lwks-t
zpz-vpzp
-+-+-s-+
+-+p+-V-
-+-Z-+-+
+-SLZ-+-
PZ-+-ZPZ
T-+QM-SR

W



Îe8 19 h5 Ëd2 20 Îf3 Ìxf6 21 hxg6
hxg6 22 Íxg6 æ Beliavsky.

8...Ìe6 9 Íh4 0-0 10 0-0 g6 11
b4!?

White gains nothing from 11 Ìe5
due to 11...c5 12 Íe2 cxd4 13 exd4
Ìg7 14 f4 Ìf5 15 Íxf6 Íxf6 16 Ëd2
Íe6 17 Îad1 Îc8 18 Êh1 Íg7 = Uhl-
mann-Westerinen, Siegen OL 1970.

However, Portisch’s recommenda-
tion 11 Ëc2 Ìg7 12 Íxf6 Íxf6 13 b4
À deserves attention.

11...c6
Black is worse after 11...a6 12 a4 c6

13 Ëb3 Ìg7 14 b5 axb5 15 axb5 Íf5
16 Ìe5 À Petrosian-Birbrager, USSR
Cht (Moscow) 1966. Also not very
good is 11...Ìg7 12 b5 Íf5 13 Ìe5
Íxd3 14 Ìxd3 c6 15 bxc6 bxc6 16
Îc1 À Gligori‡-Medina, Palma de
Mallorca 1967.

12 Ëb3 a5!
The strongest move. If 12...a6 then

13 a4 À, while 12...Ìe4 is met by 13
Íxe7 Ëxe7 14 Íxe4 (also possible is
14 b5 Ìxc3 15 Ëxc3 cxb5 16 Íxb5
Ìg5 17 Ìxg5 Ëxg5 18 Îfc1 À Zhar-
kov-Ufimtsev, corr. 1991) 14...dxe4
15 Ìd2 Ìg5 16 h4 Ìe6 17 d5 Ìg7 18
Ìdxe4 Ëxh4 19 Îad1 À Zelinsky-
Ufimtsev, corr. 1991.

13 b5 c5 14 Íxf6 Íxf6 15 Ìxd5
cxd4 16 Ìxf6+ Ëxf6 17 Ëb2 Êg7 18
Îac1

18 Ìxd4 Ìxd4 19 Ëxd4 Ëxd4 20
exd4 Îd8 =.

18...dxe3 19 Ëxf6+ Êxf6 20 fxe3
Êe7 21 Ìe5 Íd7

= Miladinovi‡-Ljubojevi‡, Bel-
grade 1995.

A3)
6...0-0 7 Íd3 Ìbd7 (D)

8 Ìge2
The main continuation. We should

also note Lerner’s idea 8 Ëf3!? c6 9
Ìge2 Îe8 10 h4!? Ìf8 11 Íxf6 Íxf6
12 0-0-0 Ëd7 13 e4 dxe4 14 Íxe4 Ëg4
15 Ëd3 À Lerner-A.Petrosian, Jur-
mala 1983.

8...Îe8
Here 8...b6?! is dubious due to 9

Ìg3! (intending Ìf5) 9...g6 10 h4 c5
11 Ëc2 Îe8 12 0-0-0 c4 13 Íe2 a6 14
Íf3 Íb7 15 h5 æ Gulko-Chiburdan-
idze, Frunze 1985. White has an attack.

9 0-0
An important alternative is 9 Ëc2

Ìf8 10 0-0-0 Íe6:
a) 11 Ìf4!? Îc8 12 Êb1 a6?! 13

Ìxe6 fxe6 14 f4 æ E.Vladimirov-Klo-
vans, Frunze 1988.

b) 11 Êb1!? Ìe4 (11...Ìg4 12
Íxe7 Ëxe7 13 Ìf4 Ìf6 14 f3 c5 15
g4 æ Kasparov-Campora, Thessalon-
iki OL 1988; 11...Îc8 12 Ìf4 h6 13
Ìxe6 fxe6 14 Íf4 c5 15 dxc5 À) 12
Íxe7 Ìxc3+ 13 Ìxc3 Ëxe7 14 f4
gives White the initiative and a slight
advantage – Kasparov.

c) 11 f3 Îc8 12 Êb1 a6 (12...c5 13
dxc5 Îxc5 14 Ìd4 a6 15 h4 Ëb8 16
g4 À Shirov-Ambartsumian, Frunze
1989) 13 g4! c5 14 dxc5 Íxc5! 15
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