Israel Ring Tourney: Studies 2025
Judge: Michael Pasman, Meitar, March 2026

Ireceived 31 studies from Gady Costeff. Most were of moderate level or higher, with some reaching
a high standard. In evaluating and ranking the studies, I followed several general principles.

In my opinion, it is nowadays very difficult, perhaps even impossible, to compose a study in which
no similar final position or idea has appeared before. However, when a theme has been seen
frequently in studies or in practical play, this has a negative impact on the evaluation. At the same
time, I attached particular importance to surprising moves and ideas, especially those that are
counterintuitive from the perspective of a regular chess player. I also favored studies with good flow,
where the play develops in a logical and harmonious way. For example, although underpromotions
to a bishop or rook are known in studies, they remain rare in practical play and should be judged in
their specific context. I gave preference to compositions with relatively rare ideas, even 1if not
entirely original, as well as to economical settings. T was less impressed by studies whose main idea
is unclear and perhaps understandable only with computer assistance, as 1s sometimes the case in
modern tablebase-based studies.

If a piece in the initial position serves no purpose other than to be captured, 1.e., it does not make a
single move, this detracts from the evaluation, although it does not disqualify the study. Conversely,
I gave additional credit to studies in which all pieces play an active role.

Out of the 31 studies, I awarded 19, including 7 Special Commendations. While these were
somewhat less impressive than the main award winners, I nevertheless considered them worthy of
distinction. I have commented on all awarded studies, indicating the main reasons for my evaluation.
Three compositions stood out above the others. The three studies are of very similar overall quality,
with only slight differences between them. Accordingly, T decided to award the First Prize, which
includes a monetary award, jointly to all three compositions.

Some studies were anticipated:

Var.4594 and Var.4595 are anticipated by Tarasiuk, The Problemist, 2016-2017.

Var.4484 is anticipated by Timman, Garcia-75, 2023,



Finally, I would like to thank Gady Costeff once again for organizing the tournament and for
providing helpful information regarding possible anticipations. I also thank all the composers who
submitted their studies; their efforts made the judging both interesting and enjovable.

1%.3™ Prize: Var.4541 Yehuda Hoch _, Yehuda Hoch
Creative play by both sides, featuring ideas that are not common. White 1737 Prize IRT 2025
finds a way to win the black queen, but refrains from capturing it until the T W
very end. He even allows Black fo promote a second queen. The white king i

marches all the way from a3 to a8, Whife promotes a queen himself, and _t_
then achieves a draw by perpetual check. -
1.5ych! 1.5Heb+ $e7 2.0d8 Exds 3.6xd8 $xd8 -+ 1...bxco 1. &7
28d8 &g7 3.0d7+= 2.Hd8+ &g7 3.Hd7+ 3.0xh8 &xhs 4.&ad Bg7
5.&xa5 ¢5 6.8b6 ¢4 7.&cT 03 -+ 3...0g8 4. Hd8+ Qh7 5.Hd7+ ¥e7
6.e6 6.0xp7+ &xg7 -+ 6...Hh8 —+ = T8 7.HdS+ Hh7 8.Hd7 c5 =]
9.had 9.e7 ¥c3d+ 10. a2 Bod+ 9...c4 10.H=as! 10833 03 11.Eb3 Draw 5+6
&hs 12.67 Wes+ 13.&c2 o2+ 14.3b3 Wb2+ 15.%cd Wb+ 10...c3 11.Eb6! 11.¢7 We5+
12.&b6 &g8 + 11..c2 12.e7! W6+ 13.Ha7 13.8b7 @3+ 14.Ebs &fd+ 15.8a7 de3d+
16 &xah T8 -+ 13...812+ 14.FHas8! Y3+ 15.Eb7 c1 =% 16.e8="%+ ¥c7 17. g6+ with
perpetual check.

=+

[+

1*-3" Prize: Var.4542 Yochanan Afek Yochanan Afek
Economical starting position, two interesting main lines, One with 2 echo 13" Prize IRT 2025

bishop sacrifices, bishop must be sacrificed correctly, second main line

with another bishop sacrifice

1.a7 Eh8 2% main line: 1. Eh3+ 2.8&b2 £id3+ 3.%b1! Ehl+ 4. a2 i .
with 2 echo variations: 4._&b4+ (4. Eh2+ 5 4b2! 1st Bishop sacrifice i a
5..Bxb2+ 6.&al +- ) 5.%b3 Eh3+ 6.4c3! 2™ Bishop sacrifice -

6. Bxc3+ 7.8b2! +- 2.%Hb3! 2.8c2? Bc8l= 2...Hg8®! 2. Hak seethe |[* &

mainline 3.{eS! 3.0d4+? Gxdd 4.6 Sed 5.8b4 £1c5 6.6b5+ ®dS= | a
3...Ha8 4. {§ d4+! the 31d bishop sacrifice! 4...&x=d4 5.b6 £1d3 "E:i’m s

5...45we4 6.5b5%+ proceeds similarly. 6.53b5+ &d5 6. Fe5 7.6c7 Ods

8.5a0 wins 7.bTN 7607+ &chH 8 Sual Hic5+ 0. 8cd Hd7 = T..8c5+ 8.2l 8 Ba2? Txa7+
= B.&b2? £1xb7 9.5c7+ &eb 10.6wa8 Hidb 11.46b6 Hicd+! 12 Hixcd b7 = 8.&c3? Hixb7 9.57+
&eh 10.5xa8 H105 11.6b6 Had+ 12.5xa4 Th7 =  8...5xb7 9.5)c7+ &b 10.5)xa8 wins.

1°-3" Prize: Var.4472 Daniele Gatti & Martin Minski Daniele Gatti
Interesting battle avoiding stalemates — a dynamic study, with all pieces Martin Minski
moving . After nice sacrifices in the introduction, logical + thematic tries  1%-3" Prize IRT 2025
and second main line on move 11 add value to the study. -3
1.Hgd+! logical try 1 g8=t+7 ¥xg8 2 d8=ty Hcl+ 3. &d2 Bd1+ 4 Sxdl I T
4h5+ = 1...59h35 2.Eh4d+! Be3 3.28="1+ txg8 4.d8=1 Hcl+

5.&d2 Hd1+! 6.%«d1 L h5+ 7.Hxh5 $xd8+ 8.e2 tye8! 9.Hgs5+ A

&4 10. e3+ Ped 11.0c4d! 11.5Hg47 Whi+ 12812 (12.5xb5 =

stalemate) 12, &b2+ 13893 $xa3d = 116637 $b5+! 12.8f2 (12.8xb5 i @
stalemate) 12.. ¥¥e2+! 13.&xe2 stalemate 11.£d3? h5+1 12.&d2 W =

(12.Exh5 stalemate) 12.. &e2+! 13 &xe? stalemate 11...8%h5+! 2% main ® a
variation 11...%b5! 12.5c5! (12.0xb57 stalemate ) 12, ¥b2+! 13.5d2+ Win T+4

+- (13.6£xb2? Stalemate) 12.%d2! 12.0xh5? stalemate 12...¥re2+!
13.%c3! 13 &=e2? stalemate 13...8d3+ 14.Fb4 wins.



1** Honorable Mention: Var.4475 Peter Boll & Vladislav Tarasiuk

A minor technical flaw is the capture of the unmoved bishop on h5, which
appears unavoidable. This is nevertheless more than fully compensated by
the siriking and uncommeon idea of &Falll, followed by the infermediate
move %hl! and then %b1! (and later ¥g6), in a seemingly simple position.
The maneuver with the newly promoted white queen leads to an unavoidable

queen sacrifice.
Lh8=v%+ &a7 2.¢27 &hs8! 3. ¥xe7+ a8l 4. %5 gl =1+
5.8 xgl ¥xhs 6.&all tes! 6 f4 7 ¥os+ a7 8 ¥e7+ Thb

9 Erph+! drxp6 stalemate 7.¥h1! g8 7. ebH 5 &hs+ ®a7 0 &h7+
b6 10.8=f5! E«f5 stalemate 8. 8b1l! f4 5. Eeb 9. &5 stalemate
9.¥yg6! ¥ xg6 stalemate.

2" Honorable Mention: Var.4539 Mikhail Gromov & Oleg Pervakov
There are very similar ideas by Gromov himself in his studies from 1992
and 2006. The composers added the h-pawn zugzwang and the important
thematic try 6.4%d37 which 1s refuted by fesiinag lenfe ho!! But the unmoved
al bishop. added just to be captured by the black rook 15 a drawback.
1.4d1+ 1.5d5? Hed 2.56c3 He3 3.4d1+ ®ed 4.50e2 3+ 5.0xf3 Bxf3
6.%xg2 Od3 7.Ac2 Ed2 = 1...8a2 2.50d5 H1hF+ 2. Obl 3.4d4! &h3+
4 Fh2! gl=%+ 5 Axpl Hxdl 6.6c3+ &b3 7. &mdl Smgl 8 &x=gl h5
952! h4 10.£h3 +- 3.8 xg2 HHfd+! 4.5yxF4 Hbl 4. ®xal 5 602+ +-
5.0c2! Hxal 6.5 fd3! Thematic try 6.5ed3? héll zz 7.6d5hS zz
8403+ &3 9.0bl+ $a2 10.5d2h4 zz 11%&h2h3 zz 12 fad #a3
13 fic2 ®a2 = Positional draw 6...h5 6.®a3 7431 Ha2 8.51d4d h5

Peter Boll
Wladislav Tarasiuk
1#HM IRT 2025
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Oleg Pervakov
2% HM IRT 2025
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9.&6b5% Model mate with selfblock 6._h6 7. &f2 hS 8 &e2 hd 9.5d2 h3 10 &3 h2 11 &bd+
a3 12.0b3 Oxel 13502 7.3 hd 8.5,d2 zz 8..h3+9.%Hh2 zz 9..%a3 10.5)cd+

&az 11.55bd= Model mate with selfblock

3! Honorable Mention: Var.4474 Michal Hlinka & Lubo$ Kekely
The knight refurns to b8, where it is lost to a pin. Logical try on move 6,
avoiding pawn capture, adds value to the study. But still the study is missing

more highlights.
1.Hf6 1.Ea2? £HHd3! 2. &h6 £Hie5 3.8al! e3! 4 Ba7 Hed7 5.Ec7 &8

60«7 Hibd7 7.027 £if6 = 1...55xh3+ 1._5Hd3 2 0«7 Hie5 3. 08+
@xh7 4.Exb8 + 2.h6 Hig5! 3.8 =g5 Hxh7 4.Hf4) Hes 5.Hd6
&7 6.Fe3! the move b4 must be forced. Logical try 6.%&xe4 5+ 7.8d5
&7 8.0d8 £iab = 6...b4 7. xed £5+ 7...b3 8.8d3 15 9.Eb6 &xd7

10.Eb7 + pin 8.9d5! &7 8._f49.0b6 {3 ( 9..5d7 10.Eb7 +- pin )
10.Eb7+ &g6 11.Exbs +- 9.Hd8 Hiab 10.Hd7+ Fes 11.Ha7 H1b8

12.Ha8 wins.

Sp. Honorable Mention: Var. Amatzia Avni

Dedicated to Gady Costeff on his 64th Jubilee

A nice intermediate move 4. f.c6!, followed by b7 and then f.c8+! In the
final position, the black rook 15 forced onto e7, which appears to be the only
losing square on the board in an original position. A short study, but almost
eVery move contains some surprising element.

1.£3c5 Had+ 2.£5a6 Hxab+ 3.%xab6 Heb 4.0c6! Hxe7 5.4b7+
Hd7 6.0.c8+! Hxc8 7.b7+ Hb8 8.51d8 wins.

Michal Hlinka
Cubos Eekely
3™ HM IRT 2025
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Amatzia Avni
op. HM IRT 2025




1* Commendation: Var.4598 Daniele Gatti

Black threatens after ...&vd4. to mate the white king or win material but
White finds a way to avoid this. After a few moves, Black obtains very
dangerous pawns against the white queen. I like that the play is largely
forced for both sides, with minor promotions appearing in both the main line
and the variations. There seems to be rather a long introduction before move
7. but on closer inspection one sees that even the first move - and White’s
fifth move - are important. The study ends in a positional draw. Sfill, despite
its merits, I feel that something is missing to justify a higher award.
1.b8=11 logical try 1.h7 &d4! 2. h8=t &ixe2! 3 %xh5 Hf4+ -+ 1...gd+
2.&hd £1xb8 3.h7 £1d7 4.h8=¥ Hxg2 5.&=hs5 HI1 6. =gd g2

Daniele Gatti
1¥ Com. IRT 2025
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Draw T+8

6. 5es+ 7.8=e5! g2 8fral+! fel 9.8f6+! 42 10 Eal+! perpetual check 7.%h3 &1es+ 8.4 f4
£yd3+ 8. .&Hgh+ 9.Fe4! Black has no valid tempo moves £1h4 10.&d3! Pel 11.&c8! &1 12.&h3!
Hig6 13 Bed! = 9.exd3 €2 10.Hf3! 10...e1=5+ 11.Hed He2 12.8gi+ Hd2 13. %4+

De2 14.8gd+ HI1 15.8h3 £1c2 16.d4! He3 17.5d3! Positional draw.

28 Commendation: Var.4592 Oleg Pervakov

There are few stages in the study, the introduction is not so connected to the
end. We have some nice and surprising moves during different stages. & vs
E and pawn seems for me little boring , it 15 too well known. There are some

original elements in this endgame, but most of ideas are well known.
1.55h3+ Fell 1. Ee2 2. $es! £1b3 3.0F4+ Bdl 4.5e6 Bd7! 5.&xed c3

B &e3 Scl 786! c2 8405 £wcS 9¥al # model mate 2.Fe3! He2!

3.%hdi+ &d1 4.50F2+ Fcll 5.5 xed Hg3! 6.%e5! Exed+ 7.3+
&Hb2 8.8 xg3 c3! 8.__He8 9.2+ &b3 10.8b6+ +- 9.8¥b8+ Ha3!

10. ¥ c81 thematic try 10.%c7? Db4! 11.&e3 &b2 12.%e5 Eh4! 13.&d3
Oh3+ 14.%c4 Dh4+ = thematic try 10.%d6+? Db4! 11 &e3 ®b3 12.&d3

Oleg Pervakov
2 Com. IRT 2025

1E8%

2
a A
3+5

Win

c2 13.%c5 Bd4+! 14.F=d4 Fb2 15 %c3+ &bl 16.%b3+ Eal 17 ¥x=c2 stalemate 10...Hb<4!
11.%7e3 &b2 12.¥h8! the key 12...Hg4 12._Eb6 13 Ed4! Eh6 14.%d3 Dh3+ 15 ®cd +-
13.8b8+ &c2 14.8h2+! $b3 15.8d3 Hd4+ 16.H=d4 2 17.8d2 wins.

3" Commendation: Var.4479 Nick DesMarais

Interesting, but not new bishop promotion, but big part of the study is too
technical I like the winning tempo move 6.4

1.bd4! 44 2.h7 4 h6 3.h8= 41 3 h8=47 Jo7+ 4 ¥=e7 stalemate
3...8c13 _&b7 4 0es! A8 5 Af6! Te7 6.f4 &d7 7.5 Tes 8. 425 wins
4.Bd3! Of4 5.QF6!5 0037 fc7 6.Fe3 Th7 7.f4 Tesd 815 &d7
5...8.c7 5. &b7 6.4d8! Ae5 7.f4! Axf4 8 Axa5 6.f4 6.0g5 &b7 7.4
&e8 815 Bd7 6...Axf4 6. &b7 7 04e5! Ad8 7.085! fcT 7. AxS
8.hxg5 h4 9.g6 h3 10.27 h2 11 g8=¥ h1=t 12 &as+ 8.f4

b7 9.5 Fc8 10.£6 Hd7 11.£7 wins.

4% Commendation: Var.4596 Yehuda Hoch
The final stalemate is known from many studies, but the long preceding
line with different motifs, including locking the bishop on the first move

adds value to the study.
L.b7+ b8 2.8 éhh 2. ¥rdl 3.06%ds 4.&e7 Be7+ 5 &p8 Hes

6. &g7 ¥xch is back to main line 3.%g7 ¥rd5! best - checks only help
white 4.c6! ¥ xc6 5.Bf7! otherwise ¥d6 and #ds wins 5...5e2

6. e trd6+ 7. Fe8 B <f8+ 7 HeS+ 8. Hd8 WesS+ 9 Tes o8
10.®e7 o7+ 11 . Fed He5+ 12.&8d8 8. & =M8 Hixc3 9.0e7 H1bl

10.%eb 10.5d7 £xa3 11.8c6 bd 12.8c5 £ixc2 13 &cd 5 the knight
will free his king. 10...£&y=a3 11.c3! £1b1 12.%5d5 £Hi=c3+ 13.85¢5 cb
14. @ =ch! bd 15.48¢5 b3 16.55b4 b2 17.%5a3 b1 =¥ stalemate.

Nick DesMarais
3" Com. IRT 2025
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Win 7+6

Yehuda Hoch
4® Com. IRT 2025
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Draw 8+5



Michal Hlinka
LCubos Eekely
Sp. Com. IRT 2025

Sp. Commendation: Var.4473 Michal Hlinka & Cubos Kekely
White must play with great accuracy in both the main line and the additional
line. However, I feel that some distinctive or special motifs are missing.

1.8.c5 Bes 2.Hd2! 2 $c2 15 3 A e7+ Tgdl 4 exf5 Txf5 5.05 Teb 6_4.d6 Exbi! = 0
7.cxb6 Exd6 B.cd Fch 9.05 db - 2...d6 2. Tgh 3. Le3! db 4.Fc2 7 5.%b3 Tebd 1 |
6.%bd Ed7 7.&b5 Eh8 B.c5 d=c5 9.b7! Eh1 10.b8-&1+! EcB 11606 Bd7 12 Axc5 i t

Eel 13.d4 Bxed 14 06 + 3.0e3+ &gb 4.Fc2 15 5.b3! f4 6. d4!
B8 6. &7 7.9bd $eb 8.5 dxc5+ 9.&xc5 13 10.04! &d7 11.e5 Beh 12.8d5 +-

7.9b4 7.®ad? F31 8.0F2 HaB+ 9. b5 a2l 10. Qg3 2 11.2+F2 Exf2 12.8c6 Eb2 2E0 9
13 %c7 £f6 14 b7 5 15 b8-1 Exb8 16 T«b8 Exed 17.%c7 #d3 7...[38.4.12!

&6 9.Hb5 Hes 10.Hcb HgB 11.b7 Fxed 11.Eb8 12.05 dxc5 13.4,g3+ ..

Txed 14.4b8 2 15,465 f1-% 16b3-% 12. P =xd6 Hd3 13.¢5 wins. &

Sp. Commendation: Var.4481 Daniele Gatti Win 6+4

Long, interesting play. It locks like real game White's position looks dangerous, so he staris a
counterattack on black king. Afier some exchanges we finally get knight with 2 passed pawns vs rook
endgame and black can't avoid promotion. Not the type of studies we see frequently. Some of lines
look not so clear and include brutal exchanges. I was wondering how to rate this type of study, but
even if the award for the study can't be very high, we can enjoy replaying it.
1.e7 £yxe7 2. a8+ &g7 3. 4 h6+ &Hxh6 4. 818+ des 5.8 «eT+ %hﬁ 6818+ &rgs 714+
thematic try 7.hd+ Sxgd! 8.51e3+ BhS! 9«7 Wxfl+! 1051 cl-%! 11 Exh7+ Tgd! 12 W=gh+ Sxhd!
13.%g3+ &hs = 7. &=f4 8.8 =«d6+! Bg5 9.hd+! thematic try 9.%e7+ Thi! 1028+ Hg5! 11 hd+
degd! 12 5e3+ Fhi! 1387 ho!l 14 Hixc2 Wgd+! 15212 Wxhd+! 16.Fe2 gd+ 17873 W3+ 1823
Bxfl+! 19.%e2 B 20.dd oxdd! 21.5xdd Bg5! 22.e5 HeT! 23.e6 6 9.8 xgd 10.5e3+ Hhs5
TLEF4N 11 e+ 50 118 xf1+ 12.8=F1 c1="% 13.%xcl Excl 14.d6 Hal 15.d4! cxd4
16.c4! Ha8 17.c5! &xh4 18.d7 or 18. c6 transposes 18... g5 19.c6 L6 20.¢7 wins.

S5p. Commendation: Var.4537 Laszlo Antal. £3 and Black is in zugzwang - the only interesting
point. We see this type of posifion in many studies, the rest 1s also very common. 5iill, a long logical
try of interest for practical players, convinced me to award this study. 1.f3! 1.hd #d4 2%b2 Fed
3.%xb3 Bf5! 4.Bed Bgd 585 Txhd 6.5b6 Tgd 7. 8xab B3 8. FxaS 15 9.%bd T2 10.a5 f4 position A
11.a6 f3 12.a7 gl 13.a8-% £2 3.h4 B4 4.8 =b3 s 5. & cd Pgb 6.8 c5 Ths 7.85b6 H=h4d
8. =ab &g3 9. =xa5 &xf3 10.Fbd £5 11.a5 f4 same as position A but with black king on f3 — the
winning difference. 12.a6 fye2 13.a7 £3 14.a8 =" 12 15. %22 Hel 16.Hc3 f1=" 17.%d2+
5p. Commendation: Var.4590 David Gurgenidze & V. Tarasiuk. Two rooks are sacrificed, one

of them not in clean way. The idea was already seen before: Buvannemekh & Hlinka, HM.
Ceskoslovensky Sach 2019. See the next study for a more economical implementation without some
of the technical problems. 1.BEh2+! &e3 2.Exd5 tad+ 3.8 cll 33017 &3+ 4.8c] Exc3+ 5502+
B3 6.E5+ g3 7 lxed xh2 8 E«fl a2 3...a2 4.Hxa2! ¥xa2 5.5 c2+ G4l 5 3f2 6.5d2+ g3
7.d5 a4 8 h6 el 9.h7 - 6.HI5+! &«f5 7.0.d5! ¥ra4d!l 8. {06! b5 9.4 xb5 ¥a2! 9 _&=b3
10.6d4+ - 10.Qcd! tad 11.4 b5 positional draw. Version: 1.Bf5+1! @=f5 2.5c2! Hes
3.Hg5+ &f4 4.Hf5+! second rook sacrifice on same square 4...&=f5 5. 0.c6! ¥a2 6.04.d5 trad
7.4.c6 fb5 8.4 xb5 ¥a2 9.8 cd ¥a4 10.£ b5 positional draw.

Daniele Gatti Laszlo Antal Gurgenidze & Tarasiuk Version:
Sp. Com. IRT 2025 Sp. Com. IRT 2025 5p. Com. IRT 2025 M. Pasman
a2 e
2 1 1 W 4]
Falit 1 _ _
1z 1 15 a 2 |22 s
NGEL R & 1 -4 i@
W LE i ie 1 _
1 : i i) =]
SEAR e R & AL E -2 ] |
Win 13+10 Win 45 Draw T+7 Draw 7+5

G. Costeff: I thank Michael for his diligent work. Send claims to costeffif gmail com by 1/7/2026




