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PAIRINGS/RESULTS – INDONESIAN GRANDMASTER TOURNAMENT 2025 

Mewangi Hotel, Bandung, February 15-16, 2025 

https://chess-results.com/tnr1118296.aspx?lan=1&art=2&fed=MGL&flag=30   
[GM Groups] 

https://chess-results.com/tnr1118297.aspx?lan=1&art=2&fed=MGL&flag=30   
[IM Groups] 

 

 

LIVE VIDEO STREAMING – INDONESIAN GRANDMASTER TOURNAMENT 2025 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ufNbt0YFjf4 [Round 1] 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6pyWjbuq6HA [Round 2] 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rgHQ4uTx1vg [Round 3] 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rC5OpgyIpAc [Round 4] 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0iRENijd27Y [Round 5] 

 

 

OFFICIAL WEBSITE: 

https://indonesiagmtournament.com/  
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ROUND-5: Short Overview and The Interesting 
Games! 
Indonesian Grandmaster Tournament 2025: Fierce Battles 
Unfold at the Top in Bandung 

Bandung, February 19, 2025 – The Indonesian Grandmaster 
Tournament 2025, hosted at the prestigious Hotel Mewangi in 
Bandung, West Java, has reached a thrilling juncture as intense 
competition grips the provisional standings. On Wednesday, 
February 19, 2025, four elite chess players have emerged locked 
in a tight race at the summit after five rounds of gripping play: 
Indonesia’s IM Yoseph Taher (2439), India’s GM Sethuraman 
S.P. (2557), Mongolia’s IM Gan-Erdene Sugar (2439), and South 
Korea’s IM Junhyeok Lee (2426). 

After round 5, all four contenders have amassed an identical 3.5 
points. However, based on the Solkof tie-break system, IM Gan-
Erdene Sugar holds the provisional lead, followed closely by GM 
Sethuraman in second place, with IM Yoseph Taher securing third 
and IM Junhyeok Lee rounding out the top four. 

Key Matches in Round 5 

In a standout encounter, IM Yoseph Taher, wielding the black 
pieces, faced a daunting challenge against the tournament’s 
highest-rated participant, GM Eltaj Safarli (2609) from Azerbaijan. 
Forced into an exceptionally tight defensive stance, Taher 
showcased remarkable resilience. Despite the Azerbaijani 
grandmaster’s formidable attacks, Taher held his ground from the 
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opening move, steering the game to a hard-fought draw and 
splitting the points evenly. Reflecting on the result, Taher 
expressed his satisfaction: “I’m grateful to have secured a draw 
against GM Eltaj Safarli, who boasts an Elo rating of 2609. This 
outcome allows me to shift my focus to my upcoming matches on 
Thursday, February 20, 2025—against IM Junhyeok Lee (2426) 
from South Korea in round 6 and IM Gilbert Tarigan Elroy (2416) 
in round 7,” he stated with determination. 

Meanwhile, the current leader, IM Gan-Erdene Sugar, maintained 
his position at the top despite a tense round 5 battle against GM 
Novendra Priasmoro (2437). The game stretched to the 58th 
move, where Gan-Erdene, facing a looming checkmate threat 
from Novendra, executed a perpetual check to force a draw. This 
result ensured Gan-Erdene retained his 3.5-point tally, bolstered 
by a superior tie-break score over his rivals. For Novendra, 
however, the draw was a missed opportunity. Having held a 
commanding position with the white pieces and a significant time 
advantage—while Gan-Erdene struggled in time trouble—a 
critical blunder cost him the win. “With the white pieces, I really 
should have won; settling for a draw feels like a loss. I’m very 
familiar with Gan-Erdene’s style, yet our games, from past 
meetings to now, often end in draws,” Novendra lamented. 

Other Notable Results 

Elsewhere in round 5, local talent IM Setyaki Azarya Jodi (2411) 
succumbed to the relentless pressure of GM Sethuraman S.P., 
who, despite playing with black, demonstrated his tactical 
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prowess to claim victory. In contrast, IM Junhyeok Lee capitalized 
on the advantage of the white pieces to overpower Indonesia’s IM 
Gilbert Tarigan Elroy (2416). Another disappointing outcome 
unfolded for IM Arfan Aditya Bagus, who suffered a defeat against 
Australia’s young GM Kuybokarov Temur (2550). The loss stung 
all the more as Aditya had previously triumphed over Kuybokarov 
in the same tournament in 2024, leaving him languishing near the 
bottom of the standings this time around. 

IM Group Highlights 

In the IM group, FM Satria Duta Cahaya (2360) played out a draw 
against compatriot IM Arif Abdul Hafiz (2349), bringing his total to 
an impressive 4 points after five rounds. The 17-year-old prodigy 
remains optimistic: “I’m thankful to keep adding points, even 
through a draw. For rounds 6 and 7 tomorrow, I need to push 
harder to boost my score,” Satria Duta explained. Leading the IM 
group is Ukraine’s top-seeded GM Bernadskiy Vitaliy (2531), who 
dispatched WGM Frayna Janelle Mae (2236) from the Philippines 
with ease in round 5, securing a perfect 5 points. Satria Duta 
holds second place with 4 points, followed by another promising 
Indonesian, IM Nayaka Budhidarma, in third with 3.5 points. 

Looking Ahead 

As the Indonesian Grandmaster Tournament 2025 progresses, 
the stakes continue to rise. With upcoming rounds poised to test 
the mettle of these skilled competitors, chess enthusiasts eagerly 
await further displays of strategy and brilliance in Bandung. 
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ROUND-5: Interesting Games! 

New Approach Game Analyzes with Stockfish 17 20250312 Chess 
Engine and The Leading AI LLM - O3 Mini-High (by OpenAI). 

Below is a comprehensive, step‐by‐step analytical account of the battle 
from round 5 at the Indonesian GM Chess Tournament 2025 at Hotel 
Mewangi – a game that pitted GM Eltaj Safarli (2609) with the White 
pieces against Indonesia’s IM Yoseph Theolifus Taher (2439). Stockfish 
17 (update-20250213) has scrutinized this game, and its analysis helps 
illuminate many of the critical moments. Although White enjoyed long 
periods of active play and even held an edge throughout the middlegame 
and early endgame, several inaccuracies and a final endgame misstep 
ultimately allowed Black to salvage an equal result despite the rating 
difference. 

Safarli,Eltaj (2609) - Taher,Yoseph Theolifus (2439) [B15] 

INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.5) 

1.e4 g6 2.d4 Bg7 3.Nc3 c6 4.Nf3 d5 5.h3 dxe4 6.Nxe4 Nf6 7.Nxf6+ exf6 
8.Bd3 0–0 9.0–0 a5 10.Re1 Na6 11.c4 Nb4 12.Bb1 Be6 13.a3 Na6 
14.Bd3 Qd7 15.Bf4 Rfe8 16.Qc2 Bf8 17.Rad1 Nc7 18.Nd2 f5 19.Nf3 f6 
20.Qc3 Bd6 21.Bxd6 Qxd6 22.d5 Bf7 23.Rxe8+ Nxe8 24.dxc6 Qxc6 
25.Nd4 Qc7 26.c5 Rc8 27.b4 axb4 28.axb4 Rd8 29.Bc2 Qe5 30.Nb5 
Rxd1+ 31.Bxd1 Bd5 32.Qd2 Qe4 33.f3 Qe5 34.f4 Qe6 35.Nc3 Be4 
36.Qe3 Kf8 37.Nxe4 Qxe4 38.Qd2 Qe7 39.Kh2 Nc7 40.Bb3 g5 41.Qd3 
gxf4 42.Qxf5 Qe5 43.Qxe5 fxe5 44.Bc4 Ke7 45.g4 e4 46.h4 Ne6 47.Bd5 
e3 48.Kg2 Nd4 49.Bxb7 Nc2 50.Kf1 Nxb4 51.Be4 h6 52.c6 Na6 53.Ke2 
Kf6 54.Kf3 Nc7 55.Bd3 Ne6 56.Bc4 Nd4+ 57.Kxf4 Nxc6 58.Kxe3 Ne5 
59.Be2 Nxg4+ 60.Ke4  

½–½ 
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Opening and Early Middlegame 

1. Opening Setup (Moves 1–7): 

o 1. e4 g6 2. d4 Bg7 3. Nc3 c6 4. Nf3 d5: 
 White stakes a claim in the center with the classical e4–d4 
setup. In response, Black opts for a modern fianchetto formation 
while using a move order reminiscent of certain Caro-Kann 
ideas. The move 3…c6 supports a later …d5 and hints at a 
flexible central structure. 

o 5. h3: 
 A prophylactic measure by White to restrict any potential future 
threats (e.g., …Bg4 or piece intrusions) and also a useful luft for 
the king. 

o 6. Nxe4 Nf6 7. Nxf6+ exf6: 
 Here, White exchanges on f6. The trade results in Black’s 
doubled f-pawns and weak dark squares, yet it opens the e-file 
for Black’s rook. Stockfish’s evaluation suggests that this 
structural concession is not decisive provided White maintains 
active piece play. 

XABCDEFGHY 
8rsnlwqk+-tr( 
7zpp+-+pvlp' 
6-+p+-zpp+& 
5+-+-+-+-% 
4-+-zP-+-+$ 
3+-+-+N+P# 
2PzPP+-zPP+" 
1tR-vLQmKL+R! 
xabcdefghy 
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2. Developing and Counterplay (Moves 8–15): 

o 8. Bd3 O–O 9. O–O a5: 
 After White completes kingside castling and develops the 
bishop to d3, Black counters with 9…a5. The idea of 9…a5 is to 
prepare queenside counterplay and to challenge White’s space 
advantage on that flank. 

o 10. Re1 Na6 11. c4 Nb4: 
 White’s 10. Re1 centralizes the rook along the open e-file, 
while Black’s maneuver with the knight (first to a6 and then to 
b4) seeks counter-pressure on the queenside, aiming at 
squares like c2. 

o 12. Bb1 Be6 13. a3 Na6: 
 With 12. Bb1, White subtly improves the placement of the 
bishop, perhaps with an eye toward future rerouting or 
supporting the queenside expansion. Black is forced to 
reposition the knight to a6 after White’s a3, keeping the battle 
focused on piece activity rather than static advantages. 

o 14. Bd3 Qd7 15. Bf4 Rfe8: 
 White returns the bishop to d3 to consolidate control over 
central dark squares and maintain harmonious piece 
coordination. Black responds by connecting the rooks with 
14…Qd7 and later uses 15…Rfe8 to line up directly along the 
e-file. This period of the game is a masterful balancing act: 
White is building potential for central breakthroughs while Black 
calmly prepares counter-measures. 

 

Transition into the Middlegame and Critical Maneuvers 

3. Midgame Tactics and Strategic Plans (Moves 16–23): 
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o 16. Qc2 Bf8 17. Rad1 Nc7: 

 By playing 16. Qc2, White centralizes the queen, further 
supporting the d4–e4 sphere. The rook lift with 17. Rad1 
emphasizes White’s intention to dominate central files. Black’s 
repositioning of the knight to c7 is aimed at shoring up key light 
and dark square vulnerabilities. 

o 18. Nd2 f5 19. Nf3 f6: 
 White’s development continues with 18. Nd2, adding flexibility 
and additional control over central squares. Black embarks on 
an aggressive central pawn push with 18…f5 followed by 
19…f6, attempting to blunt White’s central influence and 
prepare a counter-attack. The timing of these moves, with 
relatively moderate time used on each (noted by the provided 
time annotations), suggests both players were in confident, 
calculated mode without immediate crisis. 

XABCDEFGHY 
8r+-+rvlk+( 
7+psnq+-+p' 
6-+p+lzpp+& 
5zp-+-+p+-% 
4-+PzP-vL-+$ 
3zP-+L+N+P# 
2-zPQ+-zPP+" 
1+-+RtR-mK-! 
xabcdefghy 

o 20. Qc3 Bd6 21. Bxd6 Qxd6 22. d5 Bf7: 
 White’s queen from c3 targets sensitive dark squares, and the 
ensuing exchange on d6 – although simplifying – leaves White 
with prospects for activating the remaining pieces along open 
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passages. The central thrust 22. d5 is an assertive attempt to 
break open Black’s position, but Black’s 22…Bf7 shows caution 
and consolidation. 

XABCDEFGHY 
8r+-+r+k+( 
7+psn-+l+p' 
6-+pwq-zpp+& 
5zp-+P+p+-% 
4-+P+-+-+$ 
3zP-wQL+N+P# 
2-zP-+-zPP+" 
1+-+RtR-mK-! 
xabcdefghy 

4. Simplification and Emerging Tensions (Moves 23–31): 

o 23. Rxe8+ Nxe8 24. dxc6 Qxc6: 
 The exchange on e8 (23. Rxe8+ followed by 23…Nxe8) 
simplifies matters. Following 24. dxc6 Qxc6, White regains 
central material and maintains some pressure by activating the 
queen and the remaining rooks. 

o 25. Nd4 Qc7 26. c5 Rc8: 
 White’s 25. Nd4 is a well-placed move that enhances central 
control and eyes the weakened squares around Black’s king. 
The subsequent pawn advances, 26. c5 and 27. b4, are 
designed not only to grab space but also to open lines against 
Black’s relatively passive pieces. Black’s 26…Rc8 is aimed at 
contesting the c-file and neutralizing the queenside pressure. 

o 27. b4 axb4 28. axb4 Rd8 29. Bc2 Qe5 30. Nb5 Rxd1+ 31. 
Bxd1 Bd5: 
 The critical maneuver 30. Nb5 demonstrates White’s intention 
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to exploit the c7 square and intensify the pressure. Black’s 
decision to exchange rooks with 30…Rxd1+ forces 
simplification, and while White recaptures with 31. Bxd1, Black’s 
31…Bd5 seeks to reorganize defense swiftly. 

 

The Endgame Transition and the Turning Point 

5. Entering the Endgame (Moves 32–43): 

o 32. Qd2 Qe4 33. f3 Qe5 34. f4 Qe6 35. Nc3 Be4: 
 White continues to press with moves like 32. Qd2 and 34. f4, 
reinforcing central control and eyeing weaknesses. Black’s 
corresponding queen and bishop moves (32…Qe4, 35…Be4) 
display an effort to exchange active pieces, thereby lessening 
the force of White’s initiative. 

o 36. Qe3 Kf8 37. Nxe4 Qxe4 38. Qd2 Qe7 39. Kh2 Nc7: 
 The exchange 37. Nxe4 Qxe4 gradually dissipates the 
middlegame tension as the queens remain on board but with 
fewer pieces – a common strategy when under pressure. 
Although White’s pieces remain active, Black’s consolidation 
(with moves like 38…Qe7 and 39…Nc7) signals a readiness to 
transition into the endgame on equal footing. 

o 40. Bb3 g5 41. Qd3 gxf4 42. Qxf5 Qe5 43. Qxe5 fxe5: 
 With 40. Bb3, White intensifies the pressure along central and 
diagonal lines, while Black embarks on aggressive kingside 
counterplay with …g5. The subsequent queen trades (initiated 
by 42. Qxf5 and finalized with 43. Qxe5 fxe5) lead directly into 
an endgame where the inherent activity of White’s pieces 
appeared promising. 
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XABCDEFGHY 
8-+-+-mk-+( 
7+psn-+-+p' 
6-+-+-+-+& 
5+-zP-zp-+-% 
4-zP-+-zp-+$ 
3+L+-+-+P# 
2-+-+-+PmK" 
1+-+-+-+-! 
xabcdefghy 

6. Critical Endgame Moments and Inaccuracies (Moves 44–60): 

o 44. Bc4 Ke7 45. g4 e4: 
 In the early endgame, White’s 44. Bc4 aims to maintain a grip 
on critical central squares while Black’s 44…Ke7 centralizes the 
king for defense. The moves 45. g4 and 45…e4 further define 
the structure, with White trying to pry open Black’s slightly 
buckled pawn formation on the kingside. 

o 46. h4 Ne6?: 
 Here, the engine flags Black’s 46…Ne6 as somewhat dubious. 
Despite its appearance of developing the knight with tempo, it 
inadvertently concedes vital control and opens avenues for 
White’s further aggression. 

o 47. Bd5 e3 48. Kg2 Nd4: 
 White’s 47. Bd5 ramps up the pressure and forces Black’s 
responsive 47…e3. With 48. Kg2, White’s king steps toward a 
more active post even as Black counterattacks with 48…Nd4. 

o 49. Bxb7 Nc2 50. Kf1 Nxb4 51. Be4 h6 52. c6 Na6: 
 In these moves, White captures decisive pawns (such as 49. 
Bxb7) and continues to push central and queenside advantages 
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with 52. c6. Black’s knight maneuvers (49…Nc2 and 50…Nxb4) 
are resourceful yet not sufficient to neutralize White’s 
accumulated pressure. 

o 53. Ke2 Kf6 54. Kf3 Nc7 55. Bd3 Ne6 56. Bc4 Nd4+ 57. Kxf4 
Nxc6 58. Kxe3 Ne5: 
 As the endgame unfolds, White’s active king (a crucial asset in 
simplified positions) makes progress with 53. Ke2 and 54. Kf3. 
However, a sequence of exchanges and knight maneuvers 
(notably 56…Nd4+ and 57…Nxc6) shows that Black is never far 
from generating counter-play, keeping the balance precarious. 

XABCDEFGHY 
8-+-+-+-+( 
7+-+-+-+-' 
6-+-+-mk-zp& 
5+-+-sn-+-% 
4-+L+-+PzP$ 
3+-+-mK-+-# 
2-+-+-+-+" 
1+-+-+-+-! 
xabcdefghy 

o 59. Be2 Nxg4+ 60. Ke4: 
 In the final critical phase, after 59. Be2 Black’s move 
59…Nxg4+ challenges White’s piece coordination. Although 
White opted for 60. Ke4, a move that was intended to centralize 
and perhaps press an advantage, it ultimately failed to convert 
the activity into a win. As per Stockfish’s evaluation, White’s 
active play throughout the middlegame was never fully 
harnessed due to inaccuracies and imprecise finishes in the 
endgame. In particular, several candidate moves throughout the 
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final phase (including alternatives in king maneuvering and 
pawn breaks) might have increased White’s chances but were 
not found in the actual game. The overall conversion error—
effectively a “blunder” in precise endgame technique—allowed 
Black, against the odds, to equalize. 

 

Concluding Remarks 

This game illustrates a fascinating dynamic struggle: 

 White’s Play: 
 GM Safarli orchestrated an ambitious campaign, leveraging central 
space, rapid development, and active piece placement. Moves like 
10. Re1, 17. Rad1, and 30. Nb5 underscore a deliberate plan to 
seize control of key squares and disrupt Black’s coordination. For 
long stretches, White appeared to hold a tangible advantage. 
However, in the transition from middlegame to endgame, a few 
inaccuracies—culminating in the critical decision at move 60—
prevented White from converting the initiative into a win. 

 Black’s Defense: 
 Despite the structural weaknesses (such as doubled f-pawns and 
dark square deficiencies), IM Taher calmly marshaled counter-play. 
His active countermeasures on both the queenside (with knight 
maneuvers via ...Na6 and ...Nb4) and kingside (with timely pawn 
pushes like …g5 and …e4) helped neutralize White’s pressure. The 
timely queen exchange also eased the defensive task, ultimately 
leading to a hard-fought draw—a commendable result considering 
the rating disparity. 

 Theoretical Insights: 
 The opening transposed into a Modern Defense with Caro-Kann 
nuances. Both players adhered to sound developmental principles, 
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but it was the middlegame creativity and the ensuing endgame 
precision that proved decisive. Stockfish 17’s analysis confirms that 
while White’s plan was theoretically promising, the practical demands 
of converting a middlegame advantage into a winning endgame 
require unwavering accuracy—especially when Black’s counterplay 
can be so resourcefully activated. 

In summary, this game stands as an instructive case study in the finesse 
required at the highest levels. White’s energetic and aggressive play was 
laudable, yet the inability to maintain the winning edge in the final phase 
allowed Black to demonstrate that resolute and precise defense can 
overcome even seemingly inferior structural weaknesses. 

This analysis underscores that, while White’s active stance nearly 
translated into a tangible win, the endgame’s precise demands and a few 
critical lapses allowed Black to equalize—a lesson in the balance between 
dynamic initiative and endgame exactness. 

 

 

New Approach Game Analyzes with Stockfish 17 20250312 Chess 
Engine and The Leading AI LLM - O3 Mini-High (by OpenAI). TRY 
WITH SHORTER VERSION ANALYZES!… 

Below is a short version, step‐by‐step analysis of the game played in 
Round 5 of the Indonesian GM Chess Tournament 2025 at Hotel Mewangi 
– Bandung, between GM Novendra Priasmoro (White, Elo 2437) and IM 
Gan-Erdene Sugar (Black, Elo 2439). The PGN of the game is reproduced 
at the end of this analysis. The commentary not only dissects the opening 
ideas and middlegame tactics but also reflects on critical time 
management issues and theoretical subtleties confirmed by Stockfish 17 
(update-20250213). 
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Priasmoro,Novendra (2437) - Gan-Erdene,Sugar (2439) [B24] 

INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.1) 

 1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 e6 3.Nc3 Nc6 4.g3 d5 5.exd5 exd5 6.d4 Nf6 7.Bg2 Be7 
8.0–0 0–0 9.Bg5 cxd4 10.Nxd4 h6 11.Bxf6 Bxf6 12.Nde2 d4 13.Ne4 Be7 
14.Nf4 Re8 15.Re1 Bf8 16.Qf3 Re5 17.Nd3 Ra5 18.a3 Ne5 19.Nxe5 Rxe5 
20.Nd2 Qe7 21.Rxe5 Qxe5 22.Qd3 Bf5 23.Be4 Bxe4 24.Nxe4 g6 25.Nd2 
Bg7 26.Nf3 Qc5 27.Re1 Rc8 28.Rc1 Qb6 29.Rb1 Qc5 30.Ne1 Qc6 
31.Rd1 Qb6 32.Rb1 Qc6 33.Qe2 h5 34.h4 a5 35.Rd1 b5 36.Rd2 Bh6 
37.Rd3 Bc1 38.Rb3 Qc4 39.Qd1 Bh6 40.Rd3 Bg7 41.Rd2 Re8 42.Nd3 
Qe6 43.Nf4 Qa2 44.Nd3 Qe6 45.Qf1 Bh6 46.Rd1 Qc4 47.Re1 Rxe1 
48.Qxe1 Qxc2 49.Qe8+ Bf8 50.Ne5 Qb1+ 51.Kh2 Qf5 52.Nd7 Qxf2+ 
53.Kh1 Qf3+ 54.Kh2 Qf2+ 55.Kh3 Qf5+ 56.Kh2 Qf2+ 57.Kh3 Qf5+ 58.Kh2 
Qf2+ 

½–½ 

 

1. Opening and Early Development 

Opening Choice & Theory: 

 White’s Setup: 
 White begins with the standard 1.e4, and after Black’s reply 1...c5 
the game transposes into Sicilian Defense territory. White’s 4.g3 is 
the hallmark of a closed or “g3-system” approach against the Sicilian. 
This idea is to fianchetto the king’s bishop, thereby reinforcing central 
dark squares and obtaining a solid, albeit somewhat reserved, setup. 
The ECO classification (B24) confirms the theoretical nature of the 
line. 

 Black’s Structure: 
 Black replies with 1...c5 and later ...e6, ...Nc6, and ...d5. These 
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moves underscore a classical plan in the Sicilian: strike in the center 
with ...d5 and complete development rapidly while preparing to 
castle. Black’s responses are accurate and assert a sound central 
presence. 

Time Considerations in the Opening: 

 White’s first moves (for example, 1.e4 [46 seconds] and 2.Nf3 [25 
seconds]) show careful thought in building the position. 

 Black’s responses are generally swift (e.g., 1...c5 [12 seconds], 
2...e6 [10 seconds]), reflecting confidence in the well-known Sicilian 
structures. 

 Both players adhere to fundamental opening principles—rapid piece 
development and early king safety (8. O-O by White and Black castle 
with 8...O-O). 

 

2. Middlegame Strategy, Tactics, and Critical Moments 

White’s Plan 

 Solid but Limited Progress: 
 White’s idea is to work with the fianchettoed bishop on g2, secure 
the king, and attempt to press for a central or kingside initiative later. 
However, as the game unfolds, White’s play remains measured and 
solid. Moves like 7.Bg2 and 8.O-O complete development without 
forcing dynamic changes. 

 Piece Maneuvering: 
 White tries to create pressure along the central files and diagonals—
especially with the queen move 16.Qf3 (3:11) which hints at future 
central or kingside threats. Yet, subsequent maneuvers (for instance, 
17.Nd3 and 19.Nxe5) lead mostly to exchanges that ease the 
tension. 
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Black’s Plan 

 Dynamic Counterplay Despite Time Crisis: 
 Even though Black is occasionally pressed for time—as evidenced 
by, for example, 16...Re5 [9:44] which indicates a deeper search in a 
complex position—Black’s strategy is to activate his pieces. Moves 
such as 12...d4 and 16...Re5 are aimed at challenging White’s 
central and queenside structure. 

 Cautious Execution and King Safety: 
 Black’s 15...Bf8 and subsequent retreat maneuvers signal a concern 
for king safety amid an active central position. Although Black is in 
time trouble, he responds accurately by neutralizing threats and 
repositioning his forces as needed. 

 Missed Tactical Opportunity?: 
 There is an intriguing theoretical note in the commentary. At a 
critical moment (around moves 50–52), it appears Black had a 
possibility involving a “sacrifice” idea on the f8-bishop—involving the 
activation of a free pawn on d which could promote with check if 
White’s king were exposed. However, due to time pressure and a 
prudent fear of a mating net against his own king, Black opted for a 
secure drawing line with a perpetual check. This “immortal check” 
sequence shows that Black was aware of both the tactical and 
psychological demands of the position. 

Critical Sequence and Engine Insights 

 Exchange and Simplification (Moves 9–24): 
 After 9.Bg5 and the ensuing exchanges (10.Nxd4, 11.Bxf6 Bxf6), 
White and Black transition into a position where central tension and 
piece activity become crucial. Both sides trade material which, from 
Stockfish’s analysis, eases tactical complications but also squanders 
a chance by White to press for an advantage. 
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 Rook and Queen Manoeuvres (Moves 25–41): 

 The middlegame sees a series of subtle maneuvers and 
repositioning. White’s 16.Qf3 followed by central and queenside rook 
lifts (e.g., Re1, Rc1, Rb1) attempt to create latent threats. Black’s 
responses—especially the queen shifts (Qc5, Qb6, Qc6) and the 
resourceful 36...Bh6—are methodical and prevent White from 
exploiting slight positional edge. 

 Transition to the Endgame (Moves 42–48): 
 The exchanges from 47.Re1 Rxe1 48.Qxe1 signal the game’s 
transition into an endgame where both kings are relatively safe, and 
pawn structures tend toward solidity. Here, Black’s move 48...Qxc2 is 
a sign of active counterplay, aiming to create threats and potential 
material imbalances. 

 

3. Endgame and the Perpetual Check 

Decisive Perpetual Check Sequence 

 Forcing Sequence Begins (Moves 49–52): 
 At move 49, White checks with 49.Qe8+ and Black calmly responds 
with 49...Bf8. Then the sequence 50.Ne5 Qb1+, 51.Kh2 Qf5, and 
especially 52.Nd7 Qxf2+ begins to lock in a perpetual check rhythm. 

 Repetition of Moves and Choice for a Draw: 
 From move 53 onward, White’s king is forced into repeated checks 
(53.Kh1 Qf3+, 54.Kh2 Qf2+, etc.) until the position repeats 
indefinitely. Here, both players have recognized that any deviation 
might lead to severe weaknesses—especially for Black, who, despite 
having a pawn up or additional tactical possibilities (the 
aforementioned potential sacrifice on f8), chose not to risk further 
complications given the severe time pressure. 
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 Theoretical Endgame Considerations: 

 In such positions, perpetual check is a recognized drawing method. 
White’s inability to block the sequence without incurring significant 
risks, and Black’s commitment to secure king safety (rather than 
gambit an uncertain advantage), perfectly illustrate classic endgame 
theory: when both sides have adequate defensive resources but no 
clear winning plan, perpetual check becomes the practical solution. 

Engine (Stockfish 17) Commentary 

 Accuracy Under Time Pressure: 
 Stockfish’s analysis implies that while both players had moments of 
inaccuracy (with remarks such as “inaccurate” or “missed win” for 
both sides), Black’s decision later in the game to opt for perpetual 
check was theoretically sound. 

 Missed Winning Opportunity by Black: 
 The engine suggested that under less time pressure, Black might 
have been able to exploit tactical or sacrificial ideas (for instance, the 
speculative sacrifice on f8 that could have activated his d-pawn for 
promotion with check) and possibly clawed a win. However, 
considering the imminent threats to his king and practical time 
constraints, Black’s choice for a draw was both prudent and 
strategically justified.

 

4. Conclusion and Final Thoughts 

 White’s Approach: 
 GM Priasmoro’s use of the fianchetto system established a solid and 
reputable setup. Despite the sound structure, his position remained 
somewhat passive, and he was unable to convert his slight space 
and developmental advantage into dynamic progress. 
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 Black’s Resilience and Practical Defense: 

 IM Sugar’s play was a model of accuracy, especially impressive 
given the severe time crisis indicated by several lengthy calculations 
(e.g., moves taking over 9 minutes in certain cases). His willingness 
to transition into a perpetual check mechanism—even though it 
meant missing some tactical chances—demonstrated remarkable 
defensive acuity and psychological toughness. 

 Overall Impression: 
 The game is an excellent example of high-level chess where both 
strategic understanding and practical time management play crucial 
roles. While Black’s position had latent winning ideas through tactical 
motifs such as the f8 sacrifice, the ultimate choice to neutralize 
White’s potential threats through an “immortal check” sequence 
resulted in a hard-fought draw that both players can commend. 

This game is an excellent study in balancing solid opening principles with 
practical defensive play under time pressure. Both players deserve 
commendation for their technical accuracy and deep understanding of 
dynamic as well as static factors inherent in complex positions.

 

 

New Approach Game Analyzes with Stockfish 17 20250312 Chess 
Engine and The Leading AI LLM - O3 Mini-High (by OpenAI). 

Below is a detailed, step‐by‐step analysis in English of the round 5 game 
between IM Hafiz Arif Abdul (White, Elo 2349) and FM Cahaya Satria 
Duta (Black, Elo 2360) at the Indonesian GM Chess Tournament 2025 in 
Bandung. In this instructive game, Black’s aggressive ideas on the 
queenside—often referred to in Indonesian commentary as an assault on 
the “sayap menteri” (the queen’s flank)—gave way, after White’s incisive 
counterplay on the kingside, to a position in which Black’s unstoppable 
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series of checking moves (the “immortal check”) forced the draw. 
Stockfish 17 (update-20250213) has already provided in-depth 
commentary, and we now explain the phases, the key theoretical ideas, 
the time management aspects, and the critical moments that defined the 
game. 

Hafiz Arif Abdul (2349) - Cahaya Satria Duta (2360) [D00] 

INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.11) 

 1.d4 Nf6 2.Nc3 d5 3.Bf4 e6 4.Nb5 Na6 5.e3 Be7 6.Nf3 0–0 7.Nc3 c5 
8.Ne5 Qa5 9.Qd2 Bd7 10.Nxd7 Nxd7 11.Nb5 Qb6 12.c3 Nf6 13.Be2 Rfc8 
14.0–0 c4 15.a4 Nb8 16.Qc2 Nc6 17.Na3 Na5 18.Nb1 Nb3 19.Ra2 Qa5 
20.Nd2 Nxd2 21.Qxd2 b5 22.f3 Rc6 23.axb5 Qxb5 24.b4 a5 25.bxa5 
Rxa5 26.Rb2 Qa6 27.Rfb1 Ra1 28.Rb8+ Bf8 29.Qc1 Rxb1 30.Qxb1 Nd7 
31.Rd8 Rb6 32.Qe1 Rb7 33.Qg3 Qa5 34.Rc8 Rb1+ 35.Bf1 Qa1 36.Qf2 
Qxc3 37.Rd8 Rb7 38.Qg3 Qc2 39.Bd6 Rb1 40.Rxd7 Rxf1+ 

½–½ 

 

Opening and Early Development 

 Opening Choice & Theory 
 The game begins with a queen’s pawn opening that falls under the 
D00 ECO classification—a family of unusual but flexible Queen’s 
Pawn lines. 

o White’s Setup: 
 White opens with 1.d4 and 2.Nc3 and develops the 
light-squared bishop to f4 on move 3, aiming to put pressure on 
central dark squares. The rare 4.Nb5 is intended to pressure 
Black’s c7–square and force a less-conventional response. 
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o Black’s Strategy: 

 Black responds solidly with Nf6, d5, and e6. The reply 4...Na6 
is designed to guard the c7–square and prevent any tactical 
incursions from White’s knight. Black continues by castling on 
move 6 and, on move 7, challenges the center with ...c5—a 
theme looking to break open lines on the queenside and 
activate the queen and rook. 

 Time Considerations: 
 Early moves on both sides were played briskly. Although the time 
stamps (e.g., White’s 2 sec moves vs. Black’s 13 sec responses) 
were not critical in this phase, they reveal that both players stuck to 
well‐known principles and were confident in their chosen setups. 

XABCDEFGHY 
8r+lwq-trk+( 
7zpp+-vlpzpp' 
6n+-+psn-+& 
5+-zpp+-+-% 
4-+-zP-vL-+$ 
3+-sN-zPN+-# 
2PzPP+-zPPzP" 
1tR-+QmKL+R! 
xabcdefghy 

Middlegame: Strategic and Tactical Themes 

Black’s Queenside Ambitions 

 8.Ne5 and 8...Qa5 
 With 8.Ne5, White centralizes the knight, while Black’s immediate 
reply 8...Qa5 is an aggressive declaration. The queen move not only 
exerts pressure along the queenside but also hints at a possible ...c4 
thrust that would cramp White’s position further. 
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 9.Qd2 & 10.Nxd7 Nxd7: 

 After 9.Qd2, Black defends with 9...Bd7. The exchange on d7 
simplifies matters slightly but leaves Black with prospects to use the 
c-file via the soon-to-appear rook maneuvers. 

 11.Nb5 Qb6 and 12.c3 Nf6: 
 White’s 11.Nb5 forces Black’s queen back to b6, while 12.c3 shores 
up the center and prepares further advances. Black’s development 
continues smoothly. 

The Critical Moment: Piece Manoeuvres and Pawn Breaks 

 13.Be2 Rfc8 & 14.O-O c4: 
 With 13.Be2 and 14.O-O, White completes kingside development 
and readies the rook for central play. Black’s 14...c4 is a typical pawn 
thrust in such structures—a move that fixes the queenside pawn 
chain and creates space for Black’s pieces. 

 15.a4 Nb8 & 16.Qc2 Nc6: 
 White challenges Black’s pawn structure with 15.a4, while Black 
retreats with 15...Nb8—a repositioning intended to improve the 
knight’s prospects. The moves from both sides illustrate the typical 
race: Black on the queenside and White looking for central and 
kingside counterplay. 

 17.Na3 Na5: 
 White’s 17.Na3 re-routes the knight (possibly aiming for b5 or c4 in 
the future), and Black’s 17...Na5 further reinforces Black’s queenside 
grip. Black’s intention becomes clearer: after the queenside break, 
the pieces will combine for a decisive initiative. 

 18.Nb1 Nb3: 
 Here, White’s retreat with 18.Nb1 may appear passive. In contrast, 
Black’s 18...Nb3 is a tactical gem—the knight on b3 eyes key 
squares and helps connect Black’s forces for further aggression on 
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the queenside. Stockfish 17 highlights this move as a strong 
resource that increases Black’s attacking prospects. 

 19.Ra2 Qa5 & 20.Nd2 Nxd2 21.Qxd2: 
 Both sides continue exchanges. Black’s 20...Nxd2 and the 
subsequent recapture by 21.Qxd2 keep the tension balanced, yet 
Black’s overall plan remains clear: generate initiative on the 
queenside with pawns and active pieces. 

XABCDEFGHY 
8r+r+-+k+( 
7zp-+-vlpzpp' 
6-+-+psn-+& 
5wqp+p+-+-% 
4P+pzP-vL-+$ 
3+-zP-zP-+-# 
2RzP-wQLzPPzP" 
1+-+-+RmK-! 
xabcdefghy 

Transition: The Battle Over the Open Files 

 21...b5 and 22.f3 Rc6: 
 Black’s 21...b5 bolsters the queenside structure and prepares further 
expansion. White’s 22.f3, albeit taking 34 seconds (revealing some 
care in a complex position), is intended to solidify the center and limit 
Black’s counterplay. 

 23.axb5 Qxb5 & 24.b4 a5: 
 After the pawn exchanges on the queenside, the critical tension 
escalates. Note that engine commentary suggested that 24.e4 might 
have offered White stronger central counter-play, but White opted for 
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24.b4. Black’s immediate 24...a5 is a direct attempt to open up the 
queenside where his pieces are better coordinated. 

 25.bxa5 Rxa5: 
 After recapturing with the rook on a5, Black increases his control on 
the a-file—a key route for infiltrative attacks. 

 26.Rb2 Qa6 & 27.Rfb1 Ra1: 
 Both moves indicate a race: White doubles rooks along the b-file to 
challenge Black’s activity, while Black’s 27...Ra1 shows his intent to 
pressure from behind. This is the moment when Black’s queenside 
advantage, if it could be converted, might have become decisive. 

 

The Tipping Point and the “Immortal Check” 

 28.Rb8+ Bf8 & 29.Qc1 Rxb1 30.Qxb1: 
 White’s 28.Rb8+ forces Black’s bishop to block on f8 and begins a 
sequence of exchanges. With 29.Qc1 followed by 30.Qxb1, the 
position appears to simplify. However, Black’s pieces remain poised 
for tactical complications. 

 31.Rd8 Rb6 & 32.Qe1 Rb7: 
 In an attempt to create decisive threats, White’s 31.Rd8 invades the 
back rank, supported by considerable time (5:20 on the clock), while 
Black calmly rearranges his forces with 31...Rb6 and 32...Rb7. Here, 
the interplay between Black’s queenside initiative and White’s 
kingside counterbalance begins to intensify. 

 33.Qg3? and Black’s Brilliant 33...Qa5!–+ 
 At move 33, White’s 33.Qg3 (taking 5:16) is considered dubious by 
engine analysis—Stockfish recommended an alternative, such as 
33.Bf1, to better safeguard critical squares. This imprecise move 
allows Black to launch a tactical master stroke with 33...Qa5!–+ (the 
exclamation and check forcing sequence). This series of forcing 
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moves paves the way for Black’s “immortal check” attack—a 
perpetual checking motif that, while initially promising for conversion, 
ultimately keeps the balance. 

XABCDEFGHY 
8-+R+-vlk+( 
7+r+n+pzpp' 
6-+-+p+-+& 
5wq-+p+-+-% 
4-+pzP-vL-+$ 
3+-zP-zPPwQ-# 
2-+-+L+PzP" 
1+-+-+-mK-! 
xabcdefghy 

 34.Rc8 Rb1+ & 35.Bf1 Qa1: 
 White’s 34.Rc8 is a determined attempt to create mating threats 
(with ideas such as following up with Bh6). However, Black’s 
34...Rb1+ forces White into a series of defensive responses. With 
35.Bf1 and Black’s reply 35...Qa1, Black stays on the offensive and 
preserves threats. 

 36.Qf2 Qxc3 and 37.Rd8 Rb7: 
 Black captures material on c3 with 36...Qxc3 (using 27 seconds), 
continuing to enforce the check cycle. White’s insistence on 37.Rd8 
does little to ease the pressure. 

 38.Qg3 Qc2 & 39.Bd6 Rb1: 
 In a critical juncture, White plays 38.Qg3 again, and Black replies 
with 38...Qc2. At move 39, White’s 39.Bd6 attempts to create 
counter-threats, but Black’s response 39...Rb1? is a slight 
inaccuracy. Although this move is marked as a blunder in the 
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analysis, the damage had already been done: Black’s coordinated 
checking ideas had led to a perpetual sequence. 

 40.Rxd7 Rxf1+ and the Draw 
 Finally, White’s 40.Rxd7 removes a defender while neutralizing 
further threats, and after Black’s 40...Rxf1+ the game was 
adjudicated as a draw. The ultimate outcome resulted from the fact 
that Black’s relentless checking — the “immortal check” — could not 
be circumvented without risking material or positional collapse. 

 

Summary and Theoretical Insights 

 Queenside vs. Kingside Dynamics: 
 Black (FM Satria Duta) demonstrated aggressive intentions on the 
queenside from the early moves. Moves like 8...Qa5 and the 
dynamic 18...Nb3 were key ideas to press the advantage on the 
queen flank. These moves hoped to convert spatial and tactical edge 
into a win. However, White countered effectively by generating 
counter-play on the kingside and central files—especially after 
castling—and by seeking exchanges that simplified Black’s attacking 
pieces. 

 Critical Tactical Moment (Move 33): 
 The turning point occurred when White’s 33.Qg3 allowed Black to 
unleash 33...Qa5!–+ and a forcing series of moves that culminated in 
a perpetual checking sequence. Engine analysis (Stockfish 17) and 
classical theory both indicate that had White preferred an alternative 
such as 33.Bf1, he might have kept better chances. Instead, the 
timing and coordination of Black’s pieces led to a situation where, 
despite having a temporary queenside initiative, Black was 
compelled to opt for perpetual checks rather than risk overextension. 
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 Clock Management: 

 Throughout the game, both players managed their clocks 
reasonably. Some moves (e.g., 22.f3 took 34 seconds and 27...Ra1 
required over 7 minutes of thinking) show that both players were alert 
to tactical resources. In the critical moments (moves 33–40), even 
slight misjudgments—combined with the high pressure of finding the 
optimal defensive moves—led to the repeat of checks ensuring the 
draw. 

 Theoretical Endgame Considerations: 
 As the game transitioned into a potential endgame, theory suggests 
that active piece play—especially the ability to force perpetual 
check—is a viable resource when conversion of advantage becomes 
risky. In this game, despite Black’s promising queenside activity, 
White’s king safety and coordinated counter-play along the kingside 
provided just enough resistance to keep the game balanced. 
Ultimately, both players avoided decisive mistakes (aside from the 
slight inaccuracy at 39...Rb1) and agreed to a drawn outcome that 
tested both tactical ingenuity and theoretical precision. 

 

Conclusion 

While FM Satria Duta’s dynamic play on the queenside created tangible 
pressure and even a temporary initiative, White’s disciplined centralization 
and kingside counter-attacks neutralized the threats. The perpetual 
checking motif (the “immortal check”) that Black employed in the 
concluding moves ensured that the game could not be converted into a 
win despite promising prospects. This game is a commendable example 
of high-level practical play where both players – from a theoretical and 
tactical standpoint – earned credit for their careful handling of complex 
positions.  
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PHOTO GALLERY (Round-5) 
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PAIRINGS/RESULTS ROUND-5 (GM Group) 
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PAIRINGS/RESULTS ROUND-5 (IM Group) 
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Games Round-5 (GM Group) 
(1) Priasmoro,Novendra (2437) - Gan-Erdene,Sugar (2439) 
[B24] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.1) 
 
 1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 e6 3.Nc3 Nc6 4.g3 d5 5.exd5 exd5 6.d4 Nf6 7.Bg2 
Be7 8.0–0 0–0 9.Bg5 cxd4 10.Nxd4 h6 11.Bxf6 Bxf6 12.Nde2 d4 
13.Ne4 Be7 14.Nf4 Re8 15.Re1 Bf8 16.Qf3 Re5 17.Nd3 Ra5 18.a3 
Ne5 19.Nxe5 Rxe5 20.Nd2 Qe7 21.Rxe5 Qxe5 22.Qd3 Bf5 23.Be4 
Bxe4 24.Nxe4 g6 25.Nd2 Bg7 26.Nf3 Qc5 27.Re1 Rc8 28.Rc1 Qb6 
29.Rb1 Qc5 30.Ne1 Qc6 31.Rd1 Qb6 32.Rb1 Qc6 33.Qe2 h5 34.h4 
a5 35.Rd1 b5 36.Rd2 Bh6 37.Rd3 Bc1 38.Rb3 Qc4 39.Qd1 Bh6 
40.Rd3 Bg7 41.Rd2 Re8 42.Nd3 Qe6 43.Nf4 Qa2 44.Nd3 Qe6 
45.Qf1 Bh6 46.Rd1 Qc4 47.Re1 Rxe1 48.Qxe1 Qxc2 49.Qe8+ Bf8 
50.Ne5 Qb1+ 51.Kh2 Qf5 52.Nd7 Qxf2+ 53.Kh1 Qf3+ 54.Kh2 Qf2+ 
55.Kh3 Qf5+ 56.Kh2 Qf2+ 57.Kh3 Qf5+ 58.Kh2 Qf2+ 
 
½–½ 
 
(2) Arfan,Aditya Bagus (2402) - Kuybokarov,Temur (2550) 
[C54] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.2) 
 
 1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Bc5 4.0–0 Nf6 5.d3 d6 6.c3 a5 7.Bg5 h6 
8.Bh4 Ba7 9.Nbd2 Bd7 10.Re1 Qe7 11.Nf1 0–0–0 12.Ne3 g5 
13.Bg3 Rdg8 14.d4 Nxe4 15.dxe5 Nxg3 16.exd6 Qf6 17.hxg3 h5 
18.Nd5 Qxd6 19.Ne7+ Nxe7 20.Qxd6 cxd6 21.Rxe7 h4 22.Nd4 
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hxg3 23.fxg3 Re8 24.Rxf7 Bc6 25.Raf1 Re4 26.Rf8+ Rxf8 
27.Rxf8+ Kd7 28.Rf7+ Ke8 29.Rf5 Bxd4+ 30.cxd4 Rxd4 31.Be2 
Rd2 32.Rf2 Ke7 33.Bf3 Rxf2 34.Kxf2 Ke6 35.Ke3 Ke5 36.b3 Bd5 
37.a3 Bxb3 38.Bxb7 Bd5 39.Bc8 Bxg2 40.Ba6 Bh3 41.Bb5 Kd5 
42.Be2 Bf5 43.Bf1 Kc5 44.Be2 Be6 45.Ba6 Bc4 46.Bc8 Bb5 
47.Bg4 Bf1 48.Ke4 d5+ 49.Ke3 Kc4 50.Kf2 Bd3 51.Ke3 Kc3 52.Bd7 
d4+ 53.Kf3 Bc2 54.Kg4 d3 55.Kxg5 d2 56.Bg4 Kb2 57.Kf4 Kc1 
58.Ke3 Bd1 59.Be6 Bh5 60.Bb3 Bg6 61.Kd4 
 
0–1 
 
(3) Setyaki,Azarya Jodi (2411) - Sethuraman,S.P. (2557) [B07] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.3) 
 
 1.e4 d6 2.d4 Nf6 3.Nc3 e5 4.dxe5 dxe5 5.Qxd8+ Kxd8 6.Bc4 Ke8 
7.f4 Bb4 8.Bd2 Be6 9.Bxe6 fxe6 10.fxe5 Bxc3 11.exf6 Bxd2+ 
12.Kxd2 gxf6 13.Nf3 Nc6 14.c3 a5 15.a4 Ke7 16.Rad1 Nb8 
17.Rhe1 Nd7 18.Kc2 Nc5 19.b3 Rad8 20.Rxd8 Rxd8 21.Re3 Rg8 
22.g3 e5 23.Nd2 h5 24.Nc4 b6 25.h3 Ne6 26.Nb2 Ng5 27.h4 Nf7 
28.Nd3 Nd6 29.Kd2 Rxg3 
 
0–1 
 
(4) Quizon,Daniel (2471) - Megaranto,Susanto (2502) [B04] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.4) 
 
 1.e4 Nf6 2.e5 Nd5 3.c4 Nb6 4.d4 d6 5.exd6 cxd6 6.Nc3 g6 7.Nf3 
Bg7 8.h3 0–0 9.Be2 Nc6 10.0–0 Bf5 11.Be3 d5 12.b3 dxc4 13.bxc4 
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Na5 14.c5 Nd5 15.Nxd5 Qxd5 16.Qa4 b6 17.Rac1 Be4 18.Rfe1 
Rac8 19.Qa3 Qd8 20.Ne5 Bb7 21.Red1 e6 22.Qa4 Bd5 23.Ba6 
Rc7 24.Bf4 g5 25.Bd2 f6 26.Ng4 Bc6 27.Qa3 Kh8 28.Bb4 Re8 
29.Ne3 f5 30.cxb6 axb6 31.Bxa5 bxa5 32.Qxa5 f4 33.Ng4 Bf3 
34.Rxc7 Bxd1 35.Ne5 Qxd4 36.Nf7+ Kg8 37.Qxg5 Bc2 38.Nh6+ 
Kh8 39.Nf7+ Kg8 40.Nd6 Rf8 41.Bc4 Bg6 42.Bxe6+ Kh8 43.Nf7+ 
Bxf7 44.Rxf7 Re8 45.Bb3 Qa1+ 46.Kh2 Qd4 47.h4 h6 48.Qg4 Qe5 
49.Qf5 Qxf5 50.Rxf5 Re2 51.f3 Bd4 52.Kh3 Be3 53.Rf7 Re1 
54.Kg4 Rc1 55.Re7 Rc5 56.Bf7 Kg7 57.Bh5+ Kf8 58.Re8+ Kg7 
59.g3 Rc4 60.Re7+ Kf8 61.Rf7+ Kg8 62.gxf4 Ra4 63.Rf5 Ra7 
64.Re5 Bd4 65.Re2 Kg7 66.Be8 Kf6 67.h5 Rg7+ 68.Bg6 Ra7 
69.Rc2 Ra4 70.Be4 Ra5 71.Rc4 Bc5 72.a4 Bd6 73.Rc6 Ke7 
74.Bc2 Rd5 75.Ra6 Rd2 76.Be4 Ke6 77.Rc6 Rg2+ 78.Kh3 Ra2 
79.Rc4 Ra1 80.Bg6 Ra2 81.Be8 Ra1 82.Re4+ Kf6 83.Bd7 Kf7 
84.Kg4 Rh1 85.a5 Bc5 86.a6 Bf2 87.Re2 Rh4+ 88.Kf5 Rxh5+ 
89.Ke4 Bg1 90.Bf5 Ke7 91.Rg2 Rh1 92.Rb2 Bc5 93.Kd5 Rc1 
94.Rc2 Rxc2 95.Bxc2 Ba7 96.Bf5 Kf6 97.Bh3 Kg6 98.Bg4 Kf6 
99.Ke4 
 
1–0 
 
(5) Safarli,Eltaj (2609) - Taher,Yoseph Theolifus (2439) [B15] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.5) 
 
1.e4 g6 2.d4 Bg7 3.Nc3 c6 4.Nf3 d5 5.h3 dxe4 6.Nxe4 Nf6 7.Nxf6+ 
exf6 8.Bd3 0–0 9.0–0 a5 10.Re1 Na6 11.c4 Nb4 12.Bb1 Be6 13.a3 
Na6 14.Bd3 Qd7 15.Bf4 Rfe8 16.Qc2 Bf8 17.Rad1 Nc7 18.Nd2 f5 
19.Nf3 f6 20.Qc3 Bd6 21.Bxd6 Qxd6 22.d5 Bf7 23.Rxe8+ Nxe8 
24.dxc6 Qxc6 25.Nd4 Qc7 26.c5 Rc8 27.b4 axb4 28.axb4 Rd8 
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29.Bc2 Qe5 30.Nb5 Rxd1+ 31.Bxd1 Bd5 32.Qd2 Qe4 33.f3 Qe5 
34.f4 Qe6 35.Nc3 Be4 36.Qe3 Kf8 37.Nxe4 Qxe4 38.Qd2 Qe7 
39.Kh2 Nc7 40.Bb3 g5 41.Qd3 gxf4 42.Qxf5 Qe5 43.Qxe5 fxe5 
44.Bc4 Ke7 45.g4 e4 46.h4 Ne6 47.Bd5 e3 48.Kg2 Nd4 49.Bxb7 
Nc2 50.Kf1 Nxb4 51.Be4 h6 52.c6 Na6 53.Ke2 Kf6 54.Kf3 Nc7 
55.Bd3 Ne6 56.Bc4 Nd4+ 57.Kxf4 Nxc6 58.Kxe3 Ne5 59.Be2 
Nxg4+ 60.Ke4  
 
½–½ 
 
(6) Lee,Junhyeok (2426) - Tarigan,Gilbert Elroy (2416) [C24] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.6) 
 
 1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6 4.d3 d5 5.exd5 Nxd5 6.0–0 Be7 
7.Re1 f6 8.c3 Bg4 9.h3 Bh5 10.d4 exd4 11.cxd4 0–0 12.Nc3 Bf7 
13.Nxd5 Bxd5 14.Qb3 Bxc4 15.Qxc4+ Rf7 16.Bf4 Nb4 17.Bxc7 
Qd7 18.a3 Rc8 19.axb4 Rxc7 20.Qb3 b5 21.Rac1 Bf8 22.g3 g6 
23.Kg2 Rxc1 24.Rxc1 Qd6 25.Rc5 Qd7 26.d5 a5 27.Nd4 a4 28.Qf3 
Bxc5 29.bxc5 b4 30.d6 Rf8 31.Qd5+ Qf7 32.Ne6 a3 33.bxa3 bxa3 
34.c6 
 
1–0 
 
 
Games Round-5 (IM Group) 

 

(1) Frayna Janelle Mae (2286) - Bernadskiy Vitaliy (2531) 
[D25] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
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Bandung, Indonesia (5.7) 
 
 1.Nf3 d5 2.d4 Nf6 3.c4 dxc4 4.e3 Be6 5.Na3 Bd5 6.Bxc4 e6 7.Be2 
Be7 8.0–0 0–0 9.Nb5 c5 10.Nc3 Nc6 11.dxc5 Bxc5 12.a3 Ne4 
13.Nxd5 exd5 14.b4 Bb6 15.Bb2 Re8 16.Nd4 Qf6 17.Bf3 Ne5 
18.Ra2 Rad8 19.Be2 Nc4 20.Ba1 a6 21.Qc1 Qg6 22.Rc2 Bxd4 
23.Bxd4 b5 24.Bd3 Qh6 25.Rd1 Rd6 26.a4 Qh4 27.Qa1 Rh6 28.h3 
Qg5 29.axb5 axb5 30.Ra2 Rg6 31.f4 Qg3 32.Bf1 h6 33.Ra8 Qf2+ 
34.Kh2 Ncd2 35.Rxe8+ Kh7 
 
0–1 
 
(2) Ervan Mohamad (2383) - Latifah Laysa (2287) [B11] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.8) 
 
 1.e4 c6 2.Nf3 d5 3.Nc3 dxe4 4.Nxe4 Nf6 5.Ng3 h5 6.h3 h4 7.Ne2 
c5 8.Nc3 Nc6 9.Bb5 Bd7 10.d3 a6 11.Bxc6 Bxc6 12.Qe2 e6 13.Bg5 
Qb6 14.0–0–0 0–0–0 15.Nxh4 Rd4 16.Nf3 Rb4 17.b3 Qc7 18.Kb2 
Bd6 19.Bd2 e5 20.a3 Rb6 21.Rhe1 Re8 22.Ng5 e4 23.Ngxe4 Be5 
24.Ka2 c4 25.Nxf6 cxb3+ 26.cxb3 gxf6 27.d4 Bd6 28.Qg4+ Kb8 
29.Rxe8+ Bxe8 30.Qe4 Bc6 31.d5 Bd7 32.Rc1 f5 33.Qd3 Qc5 
34.b4 Qxf2 35.Rc2 Rb5 36.Be3 Qh4 37.Nxb5 Bxb5 38.Qd4 Qxd4 
39.Bxd4 Bd3 40.Rd2 Be4 41.Be3 Kc7 42.h4 f4 43.Bc5 Be5 44.Kb3 
Bg6 45.Bd4 Bd6 46.Bf6 Bh5 47.Kc3 Kd7 48.Kd4 Bc7 49.Be5 Bb6+ 
50.Ke4 Be3 51.Ra2 Bg6+ 52.Kf3 Bb1 53.Ra1 Bc2 54.Bxf4 Bd4 
55.Rc1 Bb3 56.Rc7+ Kd8 57.Ke4 
 
1–0 
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(3) Budhidharma Nayaka (2356) - Lasama Ivana Maria 
Treopolsa (2044) [C99] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.9) 
 
 1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 a6 4.Ba4 Be7 5.0–0 Nf6 6.Re1 b5 7.Bb3 
d6 8.c3 0–0 9.h3 Na5 10.Bc2 c5 11.d4 Qc7 12.Nbd2 cxd4 13.cxd4 
Nc6 14.d5 Nb4 15.Bb1 a5 16.a3 Na6 17.Nf1 Bd7 18.Ng3 Nc5 
19.Be3 b4 20.a4 b3 21.Bxc5 Qxc5 22.Re3 Rab8 23.Rc3 Qb4 
24.Nd2 Rfc8 25.Rxb3 Bxa4 26.Rxb4 Bxd1 27.Rxb8 Rxb8 28.Bd3 
Bb3 29.Rxa5 Nd7 30.Ra7 Nc5 31.Rxe7 Kf8 32.Ra7 Nxd3 33.Nxb3 
Rxb3 34.Nf5 f6 35.Ra8+ Kf7 36.Nxd6+ Ke7 37.Nf5+ Kd7 38.Ra7+ 
Kd8 39.Nxg7 Rxb2 40.Ne6+ Kc8 41.d6 
 
1–0 
 
(4) Nguyen Thi Mai Hung (2216) - Garcia Jan Emmanuel 
(2415) [A49] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.10) 
 
 1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 g6 3.g3 c5 4.c3 b6 5.Bg2 Bb7 6.0–0 Bg7 7.Nbd2 
0–0 8.Re1 d5 9.Ne5 Nbd7 10.Ndf3 e6 11.a4 Ne4 12.a5 bxa5 
13.Nxd7 Qxd7 14.Rxa5 cxd4 15.cxd4 Qc7 16.Ra3 Rfc8 17.Bf4 Qe7 
18.Qd3 Bf8 19.Rea1 a6 20.Nd2 Qd7 21.R3a2 Nxd2 22.Bxd2 Bc6 
23.Bc3 Bb5 24.Qd2 Rab8 25.e3 h5 26.h4 Bd6 27.Bf3 Rc6 28.Kg2 
Bc4 29.Ra4 Qc8 30.e4 Bf8 31.e5 Bb5 32.R4a2 Bc4 33.Ra4 Kh7 
34.Rh1 Bh6 35.Qe1 Rcb6 36.g4 hxg4 37.Bxg4 Rxb2 38.Bxb2 Rxb2 
39.Ra3 Bb3 40.Rh3 Qc4 41.Qc3 Qxc3 42.Rxc3 Bc4 43.h5 Rd2 
44.Rf3 gxh5 45.Rxf7+ Kg6 46.Bxe6 h4 47.Raf3 Bg5 48.Rd7 Rxd4 
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49.Bf5+ Kh5 50.Rh7+ Bh6 51.Bc2 Rd2 52.Rf6 Rxc2 53.Rhxh6+ 
Kg5 54.Rhg6+ Kh5 55.e6 d4 56.e7 Re2 57.Rg7 d3 58.Rf8 Kh6 
59.Rg4 Bd5+ 60.Kh2 Rxe7 61.Rh8+ Rh7 62.Rxh4+ Kg6 63.R8xh7 
d2 64.R7h6+ Kg5 65.R6h5+ 
 
1–0 
 
(5) Hafiz Arif Abdul (2349) - Cahaya Satria Duta (2360) [D00] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.11) 
 
 1.d4 Nf6 2.Nc3 d5 3.Bf4 e6 4.Nb5 Na6 5.e3 Be7 6.Nf3 0–0 7.Nc3 
c5 8.Ne5 Qa5 9.Qd2 Bd7 10.Nxd7 Nxd7 11.Nb5 Qb6 12.c3 Nf6 
13.Be2 Rfc8 14.0–0 c4 15.a4 Nb8 16.Qc2 Nc6 17.Na3 Na5 18.Nb1 
Nb3 19.Ra2 Qa5 20.Nd2 Nxd2 21.Qxd2 b5 22.f3 Rc6 23.axb5 
Qxb5 24.b4 a5 25.bxa5 Rxa5 26.Rb2 Qa6 27.Rfb1 Ra1 28.Rb8+ 
Bf8 29.Qc1 Rxb1 30.Qxb1 Nd7 31.Rd8 Rb6 32.Qe1 Rb7 33.Qg3 
Qa5 34.Rc8 Rb1+ 35.Bf1 Qa1 36.Qf2 Qxc3 37.Rd8 Rb7 38.Qg3 
Qc2 39.Bd6 Rb1 40.Rxd7 Rxf1+ 
 
½–½ 
 
(6) Wynn Zaw Htun (2387) - Firman Syah Farid (2375) [D24] 
INDONESIAN GM CHESS TOURNAMENT 2025 Hotel Mewangi - 
Bandung, Indonesia (5.12) 
 
 1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.e3 a6 4.Bxc4 Nf6 5.a4 Nc6 6.Nf3 Bg4 7.h3 
Bh5 8.0–0 e6 9.Nc3 Bd6 10.Qe2 0–0 11.g4 Bg6 12.e4 Bb4 13.e5 
Nd5 14.Bg5 Be7 15.Bxd5 exd5 16.Bxe7 Nxe7 17.Rfe1 Nc6 
18.Rad1 Nb4 19.Rd2 Qe7 20.Rf1 Rae8 21.Ne1 f5 22.f4 Rd8 
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23.Qf2 fxg4 24.hxg4 h5 25.Qg3 hxg4 26.Qxg4 Bf5 27.Qg3 Kf7 
28.Nf3 Ke6 29.Rg2 g6 30.Nh4 Qh7 31.Qg5 Kd7 32.Nxg6 Bxg6 
33.Qxg6 Qxg6 34.Rxg6 Rf5 35.Ne2 Rdf8 36.Rg7+ Ke6 37.Rf3 c5 
38.Rxb7 Nc2 39.Rc3 Rh8 
 
1–0 
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