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This PDF file contains the final awards of the FIDE World Cup 2025 in composing. A total of 279
problems and studies have been received. The following table gives a break down of the numbers for the
various sections together with the numbers of prizes, honourable mentions and commendations awarded:

section received awarded

Pr HM Comm
twomovers 25 4 3 4
threemovers 28 3 3 2
moremovers 27 3 5 5
eg studies 43 5 542 3
helpmates 50 5 7 6+1
selfmates 26 4 341 3+1
heterodox 20 2 2 3
fairies 39 3+1 3 4
retros + pg 21 2 2 4
> 279 3141 3343 34+2

During the claims stage, three problems were found to be unsound (one selfmate and two retros). In
contrast, one study that was deemed to be unsound is now included in the award. One helpmate and one
retro turned out to partially anticipated. The awards have been adjusted by the judges accordingly. Also,
there have been objections regarding the originality of the winner of the moremover section which the
judge rejected as unjustified.

Winners:
section Bronze medal
twomovers  Gvozdjak Murashev Vasylenko
threemovers  Shavyrin Doukhan Kusovkov
moremovers Banaszek Shavyrin Gavrilovski
eg studies Pasman Minski Arestov
helpmates Klemanié Gavryliv Petkovié¢
selfmates Gvozdjak Oganesjan Richter
heterodox Petkovié Turevski Linf
fairies Tribowski Shankar Ram Dyachuk
retros + pg  Prentos Hambros Parrinello

Notes: Two awards have not been translated into English. Given the availability of tools like DeepL and
Google Translate, I consider a translation unnecessary.

Some solutions in the studies section are very short. The full solutions provided by the authors can be
found in the PGN-file distributed with this award.

Torsten Linf} (worldcupcomposing2025 @ gmail.com) Hagen, 1 November 2025
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Twomovers
— Award by Marco Guida —

I wish to thank Torsten LinB3, the director of the FIDE World Cup 2025, for inviting me to judge the
twomovers section of the competition, a task I have enjoyed a lot. I received 25 originals in anonymous
form, finally deciding to award 11 of them, with the 4 Prizes in my opinion standing well above the
crowd. Several entries were affected by some construction flaws, that I tried to weight against origi-
nality, complexity and construction challenges. Unfortunately, entry no. 21 (Kd2/Ke4) turned out to be
anticipated by V. Dyachuk, Melnichenko-80 JT, 2019, 2nd-4th Prize (yacpdb-490379).

Peter Gvozdjak 1st Prize: no. 19
A rare Burmistrov Combination with 4 thematic mates (3 x le Grand
with a multiple-threat introductory try) and a fourfold Mékihovi: a
crystal clear content in a very clean setting. I am aware of only a cou-
ple of examples of 4-phases Burmistrov Combination, that, however,
_ exploit totally different mechanisms. Here the strategy underlying
/‘/é % the King’s le Grand is of striking consistency across all phases, ex-
/ “ ploiting the release of control by the keys of squares {3, f4, e6 and d6
respectively in the extended field of the black King to reduce to the
unit the 4 set mates after kings’ flight. All four thematic mates are
battery mates by wQ-wR battery, further contributing to deliver an
overall outstanding coherence. An additional Pseudo le Grand is the
H% C+ (9+12) cherry on the pie. A defense dual in the solution is totally negligible.

1..Ke5x2.Tc4 A, T:e3 B, Td3 C, T:c5# D

1.L:A77 [2.Tc4 A, T:e3 B, Td3# C] Ke5 x 2.T:c5# D, but 1...Dd5!

1.Lf87 [2.T:c5# D] Ke5 x 2. Tc4# A, but 1...Se7!

1.Sb7? [2.T:c5# D] Ke5 x 2.T:e3# B, but 1...Se4!

1.Kb6! [2.T:c5# D] Ke5 x 2.Td3# C, 1...Sed/b:c3/T:c2/c4 2.S:c6/D:c3/T:c2/Td3#

Pavel Murashev 2nd Prize: no.17

A modern problem, with a rich thematic content. At the core, a
Zagoruiko 3x2 over 4 phases combined with the Barnes theme and
a full defense-based Dombrovskis (double-threats/double-defenses).
Ventura (with two thematic defenses on the same square e5) is the
underlying and unifying strategic element that makes the difference.
I valued 4 main phases: 1.L:g5? (introducing the thematic double-
threat), 1.De8?, 1.Dd6? and 1.Ld4! The problem is enriched with
Pseudo le Grand (BaA-AbB) and Kharkiv-2 (refutation/defense b)
themes, an additional Dombrovskis paradox (threat/mate C and de-
fense a) and other Hannelius-flavoured elements. A defense dual in
the Solution is a negligible flaw.

#2% C+ (10+10)

1...S:f6 2.Se7# A; 1...Sf~ 2.Se3# B, but 1...Se5! b

1.L:g5? [2.5e7 A, Se3# B] e5 a2.Dg6# C, 1...Se5 b 2.5:h4# D, but 1...S:f4! ¢
1.De8? [2.Dg6# C] 1...e5a2.D:c8# E, 1...S:f4 ¢ 2.Se3# B, but 1...Se5! b

1.Dd6? [2.Se3# Bl e5a2.Se7# A, 1...Se5 b 2.D:e5#F, 1...e3 2.Dd3#, but 1...g:f4!
1.Ld4! [2.Se7# A] e5 a2.Dg6# C, 1...Se5 b, S:d4 2.Se3# B


https://www.yacpdb.org/#490379
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3rd Prize: no. 18

A sophisticated problem with an old-style taste, but a modern and
spicy twist. Across the main Try 1.d8=D? and the solution 1.Le4!
three different forms of Gamage are combined: the “classical” form
(1...Le6 2.Df6#) and the “Pelle” form (1...Df2 2.Dg7#) in the try; the
“bi-color” form (1.Le4! Le6 2.Dg7#) in the solution. The author
claims this is a novelty; whichever would be the case, this is a sig-
nificant achievement: no blend of intricate letter-based patterns, but
interesting strategy and high quality play. A mate change and a mate
transfer involving thematic defenses and thematic mates provides a
much welcomed modern touch. Two additional tries (1.Lc2?, 1.Tc5?)
fit well in the global picture, with refutations changing functions into
effective defenses in the solution. A pity the strong key and refuta-
tion of the main try, and that the variation play of the try is richer and

thematically more interesting than the play in the solution.

1.d8=D? [2.Dh4#] Le6 a 2.Df6# A, 1..Df2 b 2.Dg7# B, 1...L.d5/T:d8 2.Se2/Le5#, but 1...D:gl!
1.Lc2? [2.Ted#] Ld5 2.Se2#, 1...Te6 2.Tc4#, but 1...Le6! a

1.Tc5? [2.Se2#] Lc4 2. T:c4#, but 1... T:a2! ¢

1.Led! [2.Se2#] Le6 a 2.Dg7# B, 1...Lc4,Te6 2.T(:)c4#, 1...T:a2 ¢ 2.Lb6#

Anatoly Slesarenko

#2 C+ (14+7)

4th Prize: no. 20

Ukrainian cycle (cyclic King’s le Grand) that exploits a Rook-Bishop
battery play and an unusual orthogonal flight of the black King. With
the well integrated additional Try 1.Te1? d2,L:c3! (double refutation)
the author has managed to expand the content with further thematic
elements: the Kharkiv theme, a key-threat reversal, and, most signif-
icantly, a Zagoruiko 32 (across four phases) that makes the differ-
ence. The impact of the aggressive key 1.Tel? that takes a flight is
smoothed by such flight being effectively non viable, since a mate is
provided in the set play. The additional try 1.g5? triggers a Pseudo le
Grand instance (AxB-BaA).

1..K:ed x 2.D:d5# B
1.f:e7? [2.Ld6# A] K:ed x 2.D:d5# B, 1...S:{5 y 2.D:5# D, but 1...d4!

1.Sd4? [2.D:d5# B] K:ed4 x 2.Tel# C, 1...515 y,Se6 2.D(:)e6# E, but 1...e6!
1.Tel? C [2.e:d5# G] S:fS y 2.e:f5# F, 1...d:e4,d4 2.Sc4#, but 1...d2, L:c3!

1.g57 [2.D:d5# B] e6 a 2.Ld6# A, but 1...

Se6!

l.e:d5! G [2.Tel# C] Ked x 2.L.d6# A, 1...S:f5y 2.De6# E, 1...d2/L:c3 2.Sc4/L:c3#

Vasyl Dyachuk

#2 C+ (14+11)

1st Honourable Mention: no. 24

Shedey cycle (or short-cut Laény) with black correction thematic de-
fenses. The idea in itself is not new, but the exploitation of a black
Bishop as the thematic piece and of two white half-batteries have el-
ements of originality. A heavy position, yet with all white pieces
justified, notably those forming the half-battery that does not play as
such in the solution, including the white Queen in a by-play varia-
tion. A defense dual in the try (both the thematic 1...L:f5S and the
dualized defense 1...T:f5 enable the mate by self-blocking square f5)
negatively affects the precision of the play and the quality of the ren-
dering of the idea.

1.Lf57 [2.h8=D# A] L~ a 2.5:d7# B, 1...L:f5! b 2.Sg4# C,
1...Sf7,S:h7Se4/D:d3+ 2.Te4/S:d3#, but 1...d:e3!

1.d6! [2.S:d7# B] L~ a 2.5(:)g4# C, 1...Lf5! b 2.h8=D,L# A, 1...L:c4+/d:e3/D:d3+ 2.S:c4/Dc3/S:d3#

3



Luiz Gomez Palazon 2nd Honourable Mention: no. 6

A nice, classical Zagoruiko 3x2 in a light setting, with an option play
by the white Queen searching for a successful route to reach the mat-
ing square e3. Most of the thematic mates exploit simple strategies,
mainly through straight captures and re-captures. The refutation to
the try 1.D:f3? D:c6! triggers an instance of the Kharkiv-2 theme,
with an additional mate change that add some spice to the problem.

1.D:f3? [2.De3#] e:d5 a 2.D:d5# A, 1..D:c4 b 2.T:c4# B, but
1..D:c6! ¢

1.Dc1? [2.De3#] e:d5a2.c:b5# C, 1..D:cd b 2.D:c4 # D, 1...D:c6 ¢
2.Da3# G, but 1...d2!

#2 C+ (9+8) 1.Del! [2.De3] e:d5 a 2.D:e7T#E, 1..D:c4 b 2.S:e7# F, 1...D:c6 ¢
2.T:c6# H
Vladimir Sorochan 3rd Honourable Mention: no.7

An incomplete block in the set position: 3 possible black moves,
of which only the King’s flight has a provided mate. Across
the 4 phases, a 3x3 Zagoruiko unfolds through a cycle of de-
fenses/refutation. A strong promotion key of the try 1.b8=D? and
a rather brutal refutation of the try 1.Dh6? K:c3! (the king’s flight
provided in the set play!) penalize this entry. Additionally, the same
logic underpins pairs of changed mates (e. g. 2.Dc2/Dcl, 2.Dc7/Dc6,
2.De6/Dg8) and that significantly reduces the appeal of the variation
play.
1..K:c3 a2.Dc2 A#
#2 C+ (1146) 1.b8=D?[]K:c3a2.Dc2# A, 1...c:b4 b 2.Dc7# B, but 1...d:c3! ¢
1.Dh6? [ ] c:bd b 2.Dc6#E, 1...d:c3 ¢ 2.De6# C, but 1...K:c3! a
1.Tb1? [ ] d:c3 ¢ 2.Da2#F, 1..K:c3 a2.Sb2# D, 1...c:b4! b
1.Dgl! []K:c3a2.Dcl#G, 1...ccb4 b 2.D:d4# H, 1...d:c3 ¢ 2.Dg8# I

Miroslav Subotié 1st Commendation: no. 2

A nice le Grand (AaC-CaA), enriched with a good set of changed
mates (three different mates after 1...D:b6, two different mates af-
ter 1...D:b5 and after 1...Ta4 respectively) and two instances of the
Karkhiv-2 theme (refutations 1...Ta4 and 1...D:b5).

1..D:b6 a 2.Db4# A, 1..D:b5 b 2.S:b7# B
1.Lc6? [2.Db4# A] D:b6 a,Dc4 2.5(:)cd# C, 1..Db5 b 2.S5:b7# B, but

% 7 1..Tad! ¢

W/ 1.5c8? [2.Db4# A] D:b6+ a 2.D:b6# D, 1..Tad ¢ 2.D:ad# E, but
1..D:b5!' b
1.Dc5! [2.Sc4# C] 1..D:b6 a 2.Db4# A, 1..D:b5 b 2.D:b5# F,
#2 C+ (7+7) 1..Tad c2.L:a6# G



Ovidiu Craciun

#2* C+ (11+8)

2nd Commendation: no. 12

The thematic core of this problem is a 3x2 Zagoruiko. Through two
additional tries, the author adds a 1 x Dombrovskis (Db!-bD#) and
two instances of the Kharkiv-2 theme (thematic refutations/defenses
1..K:e5b and 1...T:e5 a). The price paid is however high: unpleas-
ant double-threats in both additional tries and use of the provided
flight as refutation (rather strong, even if somehow thematic).

1..T:e5a2.De3# A, 1..K:e5 b 2.Df6# B

1.S£6? [2.De3# A, Sc6 D], but K:e5! b

1.Dc6? [2.D:c5, Dd5#] K:e5 b 2.Df6# B, but 1...T:e5! a

1.S:c3? [2.De3# A] T:e5 a, K:c3 2.Dd2# C, 1...K:e5 b 2.Sc6# D,
but 1...S:f4!

1.S:c5! [2.De3# A] T:eS a 2.Se6# E, 1...K:e5 b 2.Sd7# F, 1...5f4 2.D:fA#

Leonid Yarosh

# C+ (10+10)

3rd Commendation: no. 16

Two pairs of changed mates across 4 thematic phases in the back-
ground of the WCCT11 theme. The 4 phases are strategically grou-
ped in two pairs: the first with thematic defenses that interfere
a white line on the same square d4 vacated by the key; the sec-
ond pair with thematic defenses that interfere another white line
on the same square g7, vacated by the key as well. The white
Queen far away from the battlefield is a strong hint to the solu-
tion.

1.5£37 [2.Lc4#] Sd4 a 2.Se7# A, 1..Ld4 b 2.S:b4# B, but 1...Sd6!
1.5¢27 [2.Lc4#] Sd4 a 2.S:e3# C, 1..Ld4 b 2.S2:b4# D, but 1...Tf4!
1.g8=D,L? [2.De5#] Tg7 ¢ 2.D:e6# E, 1...Sg7 d 2. T:d7# F, 1...L:d4
2.5:b4#, but 1...Tf6!

1.g8=S![2.De5#] Tg7¢,Tf6 2.S(:)f6# G, 1...Sg7 d 2.Sge7# H, 1...L:d4 2.S:b4#

Miroslav Svitek

#o* C+ (12+7)

4th Commendation: no. 13

A blend of King’s le Grand (BaC-CaB) and Pseudo le Grand (AbC-
CcA). The idea is not new, and this lack of originality penalizes this
entry. On the positive side, all thematic tries and the solution have
flight giving keys; yet it is a pity that in the first try the King’s flight
is not met by a new mate.

1.Tc4? [2.D:d3# A] Kic4 2.D:d3# A, 1..L:ic4 b 2.T:d6# C,
but 1...Td2!

1.Sc57? [2.Le4# B] Kc6 a 2.T:d6# C, 1...d:c5 2.T:c54#, but 1...f:e3!
1.Tc6! [2.Te:d6# C] K:c6a2.Led# B, 1...L:c6 ¢ 2.D:d3# A

Participants: Criciun, Ovidiu: 12 (2nd comm.); Dimitrov, Ognian: 8; Dyachuk, Vasyl: 24 (1st hon.
ment.); Gasparyan, Alexey: 25; Gatti, Daniele: 23; Gomez Palazon, Luis: 6 (2nd hon. ment.); Gvozdjék,
Peter: 19 (Ist pr.); Labai, Zoltan: 15; Moen, Kabe: 9; Mosiashvili, Givi: 21; Murashev, Pavel: 17
(2nd pr.); Pankratiev, Aleksandr: 10; Radovié, Sre¢ko: 3; Samilo, Volodymyr: 1; Sayman, Umut: 22;
Sergiienko, Andrii: 5; Skripnik, Anatoly: 11; Slesarenko, Anatoly: 20 (4th pr.); Sorochan, Vladimir:
7 (3rd hon. ment.); Subotié, Miroslav: 2 (1st comm.); Svitek, Miroslav: 13 (4th comm.); Vasylenko,
Anatoly: 18 (3rd pr.); Velikhanov, Kenan: 14; Yarosh, Leonid: 16 (3rd comm.); Zamanov, Vidadi: 4;
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