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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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Helpmates
— Award by Dmitri Turevski —

I received 50 anonymized and neatly presented helpmates from the tournament director, Torsten Lin0,
arranged first by the number of moves and then by the number of pieces. I later had the pleasure of
meeting Torsten in London this summer. Thank you again, Torsten — well done, and thank you for
inviting me to judge this prestigious competition, it was much appreciated.

As expected, the overall standard of the entries was very high, setting the bar from the outset. For the
final award, I selected 19 problems. I am confident, however, that many of the others fully deserve
publication and would fare well in other tournaments. Analyzing all of the submissions was a truly
enjoyable experience.

Ranking the very best proved more challenging — not only because I had to compare helpmates of
different lengths, but also because the selected problems were all of excellent quality, demonstrating
superb technical skill and tackling some of the most demanding ideas. The difficulty lay in the fact
that many of these ideas, while brilliantly executed, are already known in some form. In the end, I
chose to give extra weight to originality. After the claims stage, entry 18 — initially the 3rd Prize — was
downgraded to Special Commendation because of the predecessor (Annex K); entries 34, 4 and 39 were
upgraded accordingly.

But let the readers judge for themselves.

Emil Klemanic¢ 1st Prize: no. 13

The lucky number thirteen. I do not recall seeing anything quite like
this before. Could this be the “Helpmate of the Future” as originally
envisioned? Here, the pairs of solutions are not merely loosely related
— they form an inseparable whole with two cyclic shifts of the white
moves. Hats off to the composer, this is a helpmate to remember.

/? //‘?/‘/zf A 7 1...D:c5+ A 2.K:c5 L:cl B 3.D:a3+a L:a3# C

/ Iy /@’ F 1..D:d5+ D 2.K:d5 T:a2 E 3.L:d2+ b T:d2# F
,///’ i I..L:cl B 2.D:a3+ a L:a3 C 3.Td7 Dic5# A
1...T:a2 E 2.L:d2+ b T:d2 F 3.Tee7 D:d5# D

h#2.5 4;1.1;1.1 (10+14)

Evgeny Gavryliv 2nd Prize: no.9

The best twomover of the tournament. A magnificent HOTF with
both pairs saturated with rich helpmate strategy: line/gate openings,
hideaways, Bristols, Pelle moves, switchbacks, and an obligatory Zi-
lahi — all with very strong white force.

1.e:f5 De7 2.D:{3 (2.D~7?) T:d4#,
1.c:d6 D:a7 2.Td5 (2.T~?) L:ed#,
1.D:A5 D:g6 2.Ded D:ed#,

1.T:d6 Dd7 2.Td4 D:d4#
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Nikola Petkovié
Bronze medal
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h#4 2.1;.. (4+12)

Fadil Abdurahmanovi¢

h#2 5.1;1.1 (4+10)

Oleksandr Semenenko

h#5 (3+6)

h#5 b) Led—g2 (3+11)

3rd Prize: no. 34

An excellent matrix with two bicolour Bristols in each solution and
model mates. Strict and beautiful, like Salisbury Cathedral, and es-
sentially flawless. I can easily imagine this problem winning 1st Prize
in another tournament.

1.5d3 ¢3 2.Tf5 T:f5+ 3.Ke3 T:f2 4.L.d4 L:d4#
1.Se6 c4 2.Le3 L:e3+ 3.Ke5 L:g5 4.Td5 T:d5#

4th Prize: no.4

Double white AUW without twins and without move repetition — a
solid improvement on the famous Annex A — and there is also a pawn
Zilahi, a combination that naturally calls for five solutions! A pity
that the white play in the B/S pair is symmetrical.

1.5£d6 £8=T 2.Ke7 d:e8=D#
1.Lh4 d:e8=L 2.Lf6 £8=S#
1.g5 f:e8=L 2.Tf6 d8=S#
1.K:f7 d:e8=T 2.Le6 Tf8#
1.K:d7 Ld6 2.Kc8 f:e8=D#

5th Prize: no. 39

Reciprocal Maslar is known from Annex B. Here, with three fewer
pieces and 4.B:f4+ as a real check — a very nice touch — the result
is excellent, complete with a model mate (in a corner, but still). Un-
doubtedly a prize-worthy composition.

1.Lg5 Le4 2.L.g2 f4 3.Kh1 Ke3 4.L:f4+ Kf2 5.Lh2 L:g2#

1st Honourable Mention: no. 41

A brilliant hideaway sacrifice, Bal-h8. The unique try shows that
sacrificing the offending bishop on c3 falls short by just one white
tempo. The twin features a somewhat paradoxical return of the wK
to e4, which must be delayed until the black pieces are rearranged —
although, as the author notes, it is not strictly necessary.

a) 1.Db5 Kf5! 2.Kb4 Kg6! 3.Ta3 Kh7! 4.Lh8 K:h8 5.Sb3 c3#,
try: 1.Db3? c:b3 2.Kb4 b:c4 3.Ta3 ... 4.5b3 Kd3 5.Lc3 d:c3#,
b) 1.Tb3 ¢:b3 2.c3 b:a4 3.Kb3 Kf3 4. Kc4 Ke4 5.Sb3 d3#
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Jorge Joaquin Lois

h#3 3.1;.. (7+11)

2nd Honourable Mention: no. 19

White must lose two tempi while Black constructs the cage. Each of
the three possible wS moves invalidates two of Black’s possible plans
in slightly different ways, resulting in a nice cyclic dual avoidance
(a similar mechanism can be seen in Annex C). It is then intriguing
to observe why only the switchback route works for the wS: Scl-
d4 closes bR, Sc3-e2 doesn’t work because e2 is needed for the bK
and Sb4-d6 is simply blocked by the wP. These subtle differences
in motivation, together with the repetition of Ke2 position, prevent a
higher placing for this very fine problem, which also displays solid
formal content — a cycle of white moves and a cyclic form of the
Zalokotsky theme.

1.Kd4 Scl A (Sb4?, Sc3?) 2.K:d5 Sa2 3.Td4 Sb4# B
1.Ke2 Sb4 B (Sc3?, Sc1?) 2.Sd3 Sa2 3.Lel Sc3# C
1.L:f3 Sc3 C (Sc1?, Sb4?) 2.Ld1 Sa2 3.Ke2 Scl# A

Valery Gurov

h#3 2.1;1.1;1.1 9+11)

Daniel Novomesky

h#8 (2+6)

3rd Honourable Mention: no. 25
Individually, all the ideas (hideaway, Kniest, Zilahi) are well known,
but the blend here feels original and is very well executed.

1.Db8 T:d5+ (L:c5+?) 2.K:d5 b3 3.T:c6 L:co#,
1.Tb8 L:c5+ (T:d5+7) 2.K:c5 b:a3 3.L:c6 T:co#

4th Honourable Mention: no. 48
An excellent subtly motivated four-move manoeuvre by the wB, rem-
iniscent of many fine classic problems.

1.Lh4 (1.Tf77) Lg3 2.Tf7 Lf4 3.Tg8 (3.Lf6?) Ke2 (Lg5?) 4.Lf6 Lg5
5.Kd6 Kf3 6.Ke7 Kg4 7.Kf8 Kh5 8.Kg7 Lho#
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Anatoly Skripnik

h#3 b)-Edl (10+11)
c) Aa2 — b4,d) Aa2 — e5

Valery Semenenko

h#2.5 4;1.1;1.1 (6+15)

S. Manikumar¥
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h#3 2.1:1.1;1.1 (5+7)
b) Xd5—e8

5th Honourable Mention: no. 28

very good HOTF with clever strategy, showing the Brasil motif in
one pair of twins and a closely related idea of the wS travelling to
el in the other. Depending on the chosen strategy, the order of the
black moves is reversed — a very neat effect. The heavy setting and
somewhat clumsy twin (-bRd1) are probably unavoidable.

a) 1.Td1-d2 A Sc6-e5+ 2.Kd3:e3 B Se5-f3+ 3.Ke3-d3 C Sf3-el#
b) 1.Lf1-e2 D Sc6-b4+ 2.Kd3:c3 E Sb4:c2+ 3.Kc3-d3 F Sc2-el#
¢) 1.Kd3:c3 E b4-b5+ 2.Kc3-d3 F La5-el 3.Lf1-e2 D Sc6-b4#
d) 1.Kd3:e3 B e5:d6+ 2.Ke3-d3 C Te7-el 3.Td1-d2 A Sc6-e5#

6th Honourable Mention: no. 35

An impressive Zilahi cycle in an h#4. The white rook, bishop, and
knight are arranged in an instantly recognisable circular guarding pat-
tern. Indeed, Black captures the wB and wS to clear the way for their
defenders, however, the wR sacrifice is motivated differently — the
wS does not need to visit h3. Still, a fine achievement.

l.e:f2 L:f2 2.3 T:e3+ 3.Kd6 Te7 4.Sc6 Lc5#,
1.Tgl S:g4 2.T:g3 Se5 3.Tg7 Tg3 4.Te7 Tgb#,
1.d4 Lh2 2.Kd5 Tf3 3.e:f3 S:g4 4. Ked Sto#

7th Honourable Mention: no. 12

This is probably another echo of the Brasil TT run in May 2025. One
pair shows anticritical-like moves by white pieces in the spirit of the
Brasil motif, the other exploits the same interference to permit bK
passage. A wholesome idea.

1..Ld5 2.T:e6 Lc6 3.Lf6 Sca# A,
1...Tf4 2.Se4 Tg4 3.5t6 Sf3# B,
1...Sc4+ A 2.Kd5 Tcl 3.Kc6 SasS#,
1...5f3+ B 2.Kf4 Ld1 3.Kg4 Se5#

1st Commendation: no. 15

An ambitious concept, with White playing on b6/c5 in a pleasing
pattern that shows the Kozhakin and Meerane themes in a light setting
(the mechanism is reminiscent of Annex D). On the other hand, the
solutions are serial, with little black-white interplay (partly due to the
chosen theme), and the motivations are fairly straightforward.

a) 1.Tc5 Tb6 2.Kd5 Tf6 3.Le4 Sb6#
1.Kf5 Sb6 2.Kf6 Sc8 3.Tf5 Tb6#

b) 1.Le2 Tc5 2.Kd3 Tcl 3.Te3 Sc5#
1.b3 Sc5+ 2.Kd5 Sa6+ 3.Kc4 Tc5#
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Torsten Linf

h#6 (2+13)

Galyaviev Samat

h#2 4.1;1.1 (5+7)

Volodymyr Lastivka

g

<5

2nd Commendation: no. 47

It is remarkable that in a position like this Black could lack a waiting
move — yet, if one attempts to construct a mate with bKb8, that is
exactly the case. Instead, only bKd8 works. These are not fully in-
dependent and equal phases, as shown by the repetition of the brutal
5...Kc4:d5, but it remains an excellent find.

1.Sf5 Lb6 2.Da4+ Kb2 3.Kb8 Kc3 4.Da8 Kc4 5.5d6+ K:d5 6.Ta7+
Ke6 7.Sb7 Kd7 8.... Lc7#,

1.Dc8 Ka2 2.Sc4 Lc5 3.Sb6 Kb3 4.5Sd7+ Ke4 5.Kb8 K:d5 6.Kc7 Keb
7.Kd8 Kf7 8.Tc7 Le7#

3rd Commendation: no. 44

White must lose five (!) tempi with precision while Black builds the
cage. There is interplay: Black’s move order depends on the wB’s
position. The idea was originally presented as an h#4 in Annex E by
Norman McLeod, later extended to h#5 by Chris Feather in Annex F.

1.Db5 (1.Ka4,b5,La5#?) Ld7! (tempo, L:b7,L:e6?) 2.Kad Lc8
(2.L:e6) 3.Db3 Ld7+ (tempo) 4.b5 Lc8 (4.L:e6?) 5.b4 Lb7! (tempo)
6.La5 Lco#

4th Commendation: no.3

Fourfold cyclic Zilahi in a beautiful Meredith setting without white
pawns. There are very similar problems by A. Skripnik (Annex G,
Annex H). The improved form is commendable, and the different
checkmates make it original.

1.f:g5 T:ed+ 2.Kf6 Te6#,
1.T:f4 St7+ 2.Kf5 Le6#,
1.S:d5 T:f3 2.L.d4 Sf74#,
1.S:d6 Td4 2.S£5 S:f3#

5th Commendation: no. 31

A very clean execution of the Maslar theme. The white play is known
from Annex I. The novelty that merits distinction lies in the bQ Pelle
moves.

1...Td8 2.DdS5 Lf5+ 3.Kd4 Ld3 4.Dd7 T:d7#,
1..Lc8 2.De6 Td4+ 3.Kf5 Tgd4 4.Dd7 L:d7#
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Aleksandr Pankratiev 6th Commendation: no. 10
Three pairs of R/B solutions, though the play is not very complex and
%% %% not entirely uniform within the pairs. 1.b:c5 T:a5 2.c:d4 Te5#
b T, W= 1.Df3 e3 2.T:d4+ T:d4#
77 74
' / 1.Sd3 Ld2 2.Sf2d5 #
1.Dg4 h:g4 2.S:£5+ L:A5#
1.Dg6+ f:26 2.Sg4 g7#
1.L:h3 L:g8 2.L:f5 Ld5#

h#2 6.1;1.1 (9+14)

Mykola Kolesnyk Special Commendation: no. 18

An ingenious ortho-diagonal mechanism, featuring indirect batteries
// / / set up on lines masked no fewer than three times. Special praise is due
/ @// / for the construction — the cookstoppers are placed most unobtrusively.

/ / // 1.Dc7 Le5 2.T:b3 L:b3 3.Kc6 Lad#
/ 1.De7 Tc5 2.L:b3 T:b3 3.Kd6 Td3#

S
ﬁ/é///

)
e

In closing, I would like to congratulate all participants for their creativity, craftsmanship, and dedication
to the art of the helpmate. The diversity of themes, the technical mastery, and the inventive details
I encountered made this judging both a privilege and a challenge. Even where ideas were familiar,
they were often presented with fresh nuances or impeccable execution. I am grateful to have had the
opportunity to study these works in depth, and I hope that readers will take as much pleasure in exploring
them as I did.

Participants: Abdurahmanovié, Fadil: 4 (4th pr.); Aunver, Indrek: 2; Basi¢, Bojan: 7; Bilokon, Yuri:
40; Cioflanca, Mihaiu: 26; Créciun, Ovidiu: 42; Danstrup, Niels: 33; de Mattos Vieira, Ricardo: 8; Dim-
itrov, Ognian: 23; Feoktistov, Aleksandr: 37; Galyaviev, Samat: 3 (4th comm.); Gasparyan, Alexey: 50;
Gatti, Daniele: 24; Gavrilovski, Zoran: 12 (7th hon. ment.); Gavryliv, Evgeny: 9 (2nd pr.); Gurov,
Valery: 25 (3rd hon. ment.); Huddk, Stanislav: 14; Klasinc, Marko: 5; Klemanié¢, Emil: 13 (1Ist pr.);
Kolesnyk, Mykola: 18 (spec. comm.); Kritschmer, Ralf: 22; Labai, Zoltan: 11; Lastivka, Volodymir: 31
(5th comm.); LinB, Torsten: 47 (2nd comm.); Lois, Jorge Joaquin: 19 (2nd hon. ment.); Liitt, Michael:
43; Manikumar, S.: 15 (1st comm.); Medintsev, Vitaly: 44 (3rd comm.); Mihaijlovski, Zlatko: 30; Mura-
shev, Pavel: 20; Murashov, Vasili: 38; Nefyodov, Vladislav: 36; Nifdaliyev, Jahangir: 17; Novomesky,
Daniel: 48 (4th hon. ment.); Paliulionis, Viktoras: 41 (1st hon. ment.); Pankratiev, Aleksandr: 10 (6th
comm.); Parrinello, Mario: 49; Petkovié, Nikola: 34 (3th pr.); Semenenko, Oleksandr: 39 (5th pr.);
Semenenko, Valery: 35 (6th hon. ment.); Skripnik, Anatoly: 28 (5th hon. ment.); Solja, Kenneth: 6;
Svitek, Miroslav: 46; Trommler, Sven: 29; Vasylenko, Anatoly: 16; Velikhanov, Kenan: 32; Vilkauskas,
Antanas: 21; Witztum, Menachem: 27; Zamanov, Vidadi: 1; Zimm, Justus: 45.
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Annex C

Annex A Annex B Gyorgy Bakesi
Fadil Abdurahmanovi¢ Hans Peter Rehm Gyorgy Paros
Phénix 1990 Die Schwalbe 2000 Probleemblad 1962
1st Prize Commendation 2nd Prize

EAva’ .,
%% %%

A% %

7,
"

»

h#2 4 Sol. (549) h#5 (349) h#2 3 Sol. (5+8)

A: 1.Dd8 d:e8=T 2.Kd7 c:d8=D#, 1.Te5 d8=L 2.Sc5 c8=S#, 1.Sg5 c:b8=T 2.Kc7 d8=D#, 1.Sd8 c8=L
2.Kc7 d:e8=S#; B: 1.Lc4 Lh6 2.Sg5 d3 3.Kd2 Kfl 4.Ke3 Kel 5.1.:d3 L:g5#; C: 1.Tf3 Sc3 2.Sg7 Se4d#,
1.f3 Sf4 2.Sd6 Sh5#, 1.5£3 Se3 2.S:f6 Sf5#

Annex D

Valery Gurov

Aleksandr Feoktistov Annex E Annex F
Vladislav Nefyodov Norman Macleod Norman Macleod
8th WCCT 2008 The Problemist 1973 version C. Feather
5th Place 6th Commendation Broodings 2009

h#3 (5+6)  h#4 (2+9)  h#5 2+11)
b) Eg8—g6, c) Kf8—g5

D: a) 1.De8 Le5 2.Lc5 Lh8 3.Le7 Se5#, b) 1.Dg7 Se5+ 2.Kt6 Sf3 3.Tf7 e5#, c) 1.De7 e5 2.T8g6 e6+

3.Kf6 Le5#; E: 1.Tb3 Tbl 2.Tb4 Tb3 3.Db5S Tb2 4.Sb3 Ta2#; F: 1.Db3 Tbl 2.DbS Tb2 3.Tb3 Tb1
4.Tb4 Tb2 5.Sb3 Ta2#
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Annex G

Anatoly Skripnik
Ceskoslovensko 100 2018
5th Prize

Annex H Annex I

Anatoly Skripnik Oleksandr Semenenko
SuperProblem 2020 Gravure 2017

7th Prize Special Prize
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h#2 4 Sol.

Annex K

Vitaly Medintsev
Albino 2021

E. Bogdanov MT 70
1st Prize

h#3 2 Sol. (9+10)

Jorge Joaquin Lois
no. 19, version

be ] A

NN

h#3 3.1;1.1:1.1 (7+11)

h#2 4 Sol. (7+6) h#3.5 2 Sol.

G: 1.D:d4 Tc6+ 2.Ke5 Sgb6#, 1.K:c5 Se6+ 2.K:c4 Lb5#, 1.K:e7
Sc6+ 2.Kf6 Tf5#, 1.T:d7 Sec6 2.Kc7 Sb5#; H: 1.L:f5 Td4+ 2.Ke6
Sd8#, 1.K:e4 Sg3+ 2.K:f4 Le3#, 1.K:c5 Tcd+ 2.Kb5 Sd6#, 1.T:c6
Sd6 2.5 Te5#; I: 1..La7 2.Tb6 Te5+ 3.Kd4 Te3 4.Ld5 L:b6#,
1...Ta5 2.Tb5 Ld4 3.Kd5 Le5 4.De4 T:b5#; K: 1.T:b5 T:b5 2.D:d4
T:d4 3.Ke3 Tb3#, 1.L:b5 L:b5 2.T:d4 L:d4 3.Ke4 Lc6#

Responding to the judge’s comment, the author of no. 19 has com-
posed a version that addresses the judge’s criticism.

1.S:f4 Se2 2.K:g5 Sg1 3.Kh4 Sf3#

1.K:f4 Sf3 2.De4 Sg1 3.TfS Sh3#

1.Ke4 Sh3 2.K:d4 Sgl 3.Se4 Se2#
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