VERY SUBJECTIVE COMMENTS TO MY GAMES AT BUDAPEST OPEN 2004
By Viktoria Szilasi
I played my first ever live tournament on 19th December in Budapest and I am a female player so I thought to write some more subjective (girly) comments about my games and feelings about the tournament. 

I have never played a live gomoku game in my life and these were my first live renju games. I also have not played many online tournaments on the internet, maybe two or three all together, but those were only 5 minute-long games. So I was very new on the scene and I knew that all other players of the tournament were fairly experienced. For that reason I did not have any expectations, I thought if I would be placed the last of all players I still could not have a bad word. My pairing was really unlucky if I think about a good result, because I played my first ever live renju game with the 8 dan great player, Stefan Karlsson and my second game with my good friend and renju teacher, Istvan Virag, who does not only play much better than me, but also knows all my little tricks and all my theory knowledge as he was the person who taught me most of it. But if I think about the games themselves then I was very lucky to play with two great players and Irene Karlsson, the only other female participant.

Viktoria Szilasi – Stefan Karlsson 0:1, 5A=i8 (9)
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Choosing the 5th move: g9 was not offered

On my first ever live renju game I had several new things to think about. First of all was the clock. Both players had 40 minutes, but I always forgot to press the clock. This was really a pity as I finally lost in time trouble. But Stefan knew it was my first game ever, so he was really kind, he did not want to make advantage of my lack of experience and after a while he always reminded me about the clock. I was thinking about opening D11 and going for a draw in the long variant (12th k7, 13th g6), but before the tournament I made some research about him and I found out that he chooses black in D11, so this option was out of question. I opened D3 and as I expected he continued as white. I knew he would have chosen 5th-g9 if I offered it, and because he plays that variant many times I thought it would be a huge disadvantage with my experience (more accurate to say no experience). So I did not offer g9 at all, I offered i8 and i10. I was surprised that he chose i10, because in general i8 is considered a weaker 5th nowadays, i10 became more popular recently. We played usual theory by the 10th move, where he surprised me again. There is another popular 10th move nowadays, which is as I have heard since this year’s e-mail WC considered to lead to white win and I expected that move (10th-h10). Stefan played the old 10th move. I was not confident about the theory line there, but we went by the theory in the next moves too. 19th was a needed defence move, but it let Stefan to play the very strong 20th-f8. I used a lot of thinking time there, because I was afraid that he connects lower and upper side on the left. I wanted to defend both lower and upper attack on e9, but counted that he would have had a positional win in the lower side still. I think 21st-h6 was the only not losing move. 22nd-f10 was the answer I expected and was a bit concerned about. From that moment on I was in defence during the whole game, but Stefan did not have a win. 33rd and 35th moves were also needed defence moves. By the 40th move I had about 45 seconds left and Stefan had 1 minute 5 seconds. We were just throwing the stones onto the board, not thinking much (or at least I did not have any time to think at all). I offered a draw after every move from when we both had about 2-3 minutes, but Stefan knew he could win by the time trouble with his experience easily. I was happy to play with such a great player my first game and I even got a souvenir with the picture of Stockholm from Stefan.
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Istvan Virag – Viktoria Szilasi (B) 1:0, 5A=i7 (11)
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The critical moment after the 10th move

Isvan opened D11, I did not expect it. It is not easy if you know the other player so well because as soon as I chose black, he knew I wanted a confident draw with the 12th-k7, 13th-g6 variant and he wanted to avoid it. I even had better chances against Stefan than Istvan, because at least Stefan does not know what I think and what my knowledge is and in this situation he would have easily went on the theory line towards the draw. So Istvan played a tricky move which leads to black win but assumed I would not find it in a short time with no live tournament experience. And he was right. I knew immediately after his 10th move that I need to attack and if I do it right I can beat him, which was a strange feeling as he teaches me to play a lot. For a short while I even managed to believe I could do it and started to attack on the right path (moves 11th and 13th). Move 15th was also in the winning line and Istvan started to be afraid that I had found the win. But I am no genius and it would have been a too big surprise if I managed to do it, I made a big mistake in the 17th move which led to an unavoidable loss. 
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Viktoria Szilasi – Martin Kusak 0:1, 5A=j9 (15)

This was the only game where I played really poorly. I only arrived to Budapest in the night before, half past midnight and slept 4 hours before the tournament. I think that tiredness came out and also that I am a woman, it cannot be expected that I play at the top of my knowledge in all of my games :-). I made really stupid mistakes like forgetting to close a four (Martin asked me to take my move back, polite guy :-) ) and I also forgot to close a 1 move VCF threat (he also asked if I was sure about the move, even more polite and patient guy :-) ) and finally I lost by forgetting to close an open three (he also did not see it, only about 5 moves later). I opened i5 and he did not play the best 6th move. I remembered the theory 7th after a bit of thinking, but I have not seen this 8th move yet, the most common continuation is 8th-g10. I have not analysed Martin’s 8th yet, but I guess the calmest continuation would have been 9th-i6. After the 32nd move I should have played on the left or upper side, but not on the right for sure. My 41st move was the first time when Martin asked if I was sure about not closing his four :-). It is not even worth to say anything more about the game, Martin played well and was a real gentleman at the same time and I was really upset with myself about playing so poorly. Next time I will be a harder scalp for him, I promise.
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Viktoria Szilasi – Irene Karlsson 1:0, 5A=j9 (7)

After three losses, I thought I had nothing else to lose and I supposed that I would finish the tournament at the very last place. At the same time I was excited to play with a well-known, great female player and try myself what I would be able to achieve in a female tournament. Irene opened i5 to the guys before but luckily I did not see it and did not know about it. So I opened i5 hoping she does not know everything about it. She chose white as i5 is considered to give a fair white advantage and went in the usual theory line until the 10th move. There I chose a not so common line which gives an even bigger white advantage if white knows the correct defence in each move. I hoped Irene does not know the theory perfectly and I was lucky this time. Her mistake gave black sure win and after the 27th move she resigned (29-m6 win). I also got a lovely Swedish key holder from her, which was very nice.
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