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Evidence of cheating by Daralagalleta (aka Fudjin and Alexander Miroshnichenko) in the
White Meijin series of online tournaments in 2016

1. Game against pumal600

http://www.playok.com/en/game.phtml/120409823?gm

[Event "8020206"]

[Site "kurnik"]

[Date "2016.08.26"]
[Round "4"]

[Black "pumal660"]
[White "daralagalleta"]
[Result "©-1"]

[Time "20:

52:42"]

[TimeControl "420"]

[GameType
[BlackElo
[WhiteElo

1. g12 h5
hil 9. k8
0-1

"61, 15"]
"1965"]
"1649"]

2. 19 k10 3. 112 -- 4. white -- 5. j8 k11 6. j10 110 7. 111 j9 8. m9
i10 10. f13 i11 11. i8 18 12. h6 h9 13. g8 h8 14. h10 gll 15. fi11l ji1

As almost all Daralagalleta's moves in this game coincided with Yixin, I performed an experiment: I
asked a few strong players who had not seen that game before to play for Daralagalleta. When a
player made a move different from how Fudjin played, I asked the player to undo the move, to
make the move Fudjin played, and play further. Then I compared how many moves coincided with
Yixin for each of the players and for Fudjin. I considered a move coinciding with Yixin if it
coincided with the move Yixin considers the best move at at least one depth between 5 and 12.

Here are the results of the experiment:

Daralagall | Yixin Denis |Zoltan |Stepan |Lukas |Matiss

eta Osipov |Laszlo |Tesarik |Soucek |Riherts

K11 F12 (depth 5), F11 (depth 6), K11 'M11 |I9 J9 K9 K11
(depths 7-9), L10 (depths 10-12)

L10 L10 (depths 5-12) L10 L10 110 L10 L10

J9 J9 (depths 5-12) M9 J9 J9 J9 J9

H11 G11 (depth 5), G10 (depths 6-7), |110 H11 Gl11 110 H11
H11 (depths 8-12)

110 I8 (depth 5), G11 (depths 6-12) 111 110 111 H9 110

111 G11 (depths 5-7), I11 (depths 8-12) N/A* I8 111 111 18

L8 G11 L8 L8 L8 L8 L8

H9 H9 J11 H9 H9 H9 H9

H8 H8 H8 H8 H8 H8 H8

G11 G11 19 19 19 19 19

* This move was accidentally skipped in the experiment.
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The number of moves not coinciding with Yixin:

Daralagalleta: 2

Denis Osipov: 7 (plus one more potential non-coincidence as one move was skipped)
Zoltan Laszlo: 5

Stepan Tesarik: 5

Lukas Soucek: 5

Matiss Riherts: 4

Thus, Daralagalleta made twice or more as fewer moves not coinciding with Yixin as any other
player made.

These statistics need to be considered in conjunction with particular moves made by Daralagalleta.

In the end of the game, Daralagalleta played a VCF exactly how Yixin suggests (G11), not how all
five participants of my experiment played it (I9). Here is Denis Osipov's comment on that:

“Jla, OTBITPBILI B KOHL|E OUeHb Nofo3puTeseH. [IoTMOy UTO uesioBeK cumMTasi 3Ty o3y, B yme
Hen30e)KHO TIPUKH/IbIBaeT BapHUaHT 3aKpbITUS He B I'8 a B k11, Hy s yBepeH BCe TaK ke AyMaroT. U
TIPU TaKOM 3aKpbITMM HarpallivBaeTcsl BUH uepe3 112 ¢9, 1 B rosioBe Bce paBHO OCTAHETCS 3TOT
BUH, Jla)Ke TIPY 3aKPbITUU I'8. 3aueM OTHIrPbIBaTh KaKOW TO a/IbTePHAaTUBHBIN BUH, KOTZia HUUTO He
MelllaeT ChIrpaTh Kak Y MJIaHWpOBaaoCh.”

(Translation: Yeah, it is very suspicious how he played a win in the end of the game. The reason is
that when a human performs calculations here, he considers the blocking move j11, not g8. Well, I
am sure everyone thinks this way. Then, the win via i12 and f9 comes to mind and remains there,
even if the block g8 is played. I do not see any reason to play an alternative win if nothing prevents
me from playing the win I planned to play.)

Denis Osipov also publicly expressed his opinion on this game in a series of messages on vk.com,
and below I quote them:

“Ec/ii KOMY-TO MHTEpeCHO, Cyrybo Moe MHeHHe, UTO, BePOSITHOCTb TIPMMEHEHHsI TIPOrPaMMBbI TOM
napTuu ¢ nmymoii - 90%. axe 99%. Tam Takoe maneBo, UTO IIILT).”

(Translation: “If anyone is interested to know my opinion, the probability of that a program was
used in that game is 90%. Even 99%. There is such exposure (of cheating) in there that I am really
astonished by it.”)

“T1pu mepBOM MPOCMOTPeE, JJa’ke HeCMOTPsI Ha BCe CTaTUCTUKU COBIa/ieHUM, UeTKON YBepeHHOCTH
YTO 3TO TIpora He 0b1710. OHa MOSBUIIACh, TOJBKO KOT/IA 51 CTajl [yMaTh Hafl K&XK/IbIM XO/[OM U B
KaXX/[blii MOMEHT OLIeHHWBaThb TTO3ULIHI0”

(Translation: When I briefly looked at the game, I did not come to a firm conviction that a program
was used, even despite the statistics of coincidences. I came to such a conviction only after I started
thinking on each move and contemplating the position at each point of the game.)

“Unbst, mOCMOTPH Haripumep TiepByto urpy Osera u I'epro. HaunHast ¢ xofa 6enbix ul0 u o xoga
YepHBIX J19 - [IOCTOSTHHO BUCAT JOBOJIBHO MPOCThie BUHBL. 11 510 I'epro! U 510 Ha AMHHOM
kKoHTpoJsie! Y oH [10 3TOrO BCe MpaBU/IbHO Jenan! Y KakJplii pa3 OH HEONITUMa/bHYIO BETKY
BbIOMpAaeT, ¥ B KOHIIe KOHIIOB TepPsieT BCe IIAHCHI.
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A 37ech, Ha 7 MUHYTaX BbIOOP CU/IbHEHIIINX B IIPUHLIMIIE X0/10B, 6€30111M004YHO, TOUHO, C
OTBITphILIeM 11obe/ibl IMEHHO 10 BapyUaHTy Nporu. Bce /ity yuacTBOBaBIlIMe B 9KCIIePUMEHTe
caHpsI ( ¥ 51 B TOM YKCJIe), TIO ee CJI0BaM BBIOMPA/IH APYTroi BapuaHT mobe/ibl Ha 4Kax, KOTOPBIA
HarpalyBaeTcsl ec/ii urparb caMmomMy. Ho oTeirpaHo 6b1710 MMeHHO 110 MKcHHY. Kak OyzTo ro3a
KaX/IbI pa3 OL|eHWBa/Iach 3aHOBO, KaK U JieslaeT Ipora.

Ectb ele Kyda MeJ/IKUX ITIPU3HAKOB, KOTObIpE BCe CTAHOBATCA OUE€BHUIHBIMHU €C/IN 3ayMbIBATbCA Ha[l
XO0JaMH U IMO3ULIMAMUA B Ka)K,qBIﬁ MOMEHT, d He TYyIO CUUTAaTb KOJI-BO COBH&AEHHﬁ.

MHe Boob11ie nodur Ha Bce H6aHbl. 1 Ha MupomHuueHKO MHe ToxKe 11odur. Y rimobanbHO Ha TYPHUD
Hacpars).
WrpaeT Tam U MyCThb Urpaer.

Ho oueBU/IHYIO UCTUHY CUMTAIO CBOUM JIOITOM B HEKOTOPOU CTereHU OCBeTUTb.
(Translation:

Ilya, have a look at the first game between Oleg and Gergo. From i10 by white to L9 by black, there
always were relatively easy wins. And it was Gergo himself! And it was a long time control! And he
had been doing everything right before that! And each time he chose a suboptimal branch and
finally lost all chances (to successfully accomplish building a win).

And here, in a 7 min game, we observe choosing the strongest moves, flawlessly, precisely, and
playing a win exactly as the program suggests. According to Sandra, all players who participated in
her experiment (including me) chose another VCF, which naturally comes to your mind if you play
on your own. But Fudjin played exactly as Yixin suggests. Just like if the position was evaluated
each time from scratch, which is how a program works.

There are many other small signs, all of which become evident if you think on each move and
position rather than just count coincidences.

I don't care about bans at all. I don't care about Miroshnichenko, too. And, globally speaking, I don't
care about the tournament. If he plays there, he plays there.

But I consider it my duty to shed some light on the obvious truth.)

2. Game against rtpolina

http://www.playok.com/en/game.phtml/120506990?gm

[Event "8021968"]

[Site "kurnik"]

[Date "2016.09.02"]
[Round "4"]

[Black "rtpolina"]
[White "daralagalleta"]
[Result "©-1"]

[Time "20:56:06"]
[TimeControl "420"]
[GameType "61,15"]
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[BlackElo "1878"]
[WhiteElo "1787"]

1. 13 14 2. m6 white 3. -- j5 4. j6 k7 5. k6 16 6. j8 i7 7. h7 17 8. 15 m7 9.
j7 n7 10. o7 i8 11. i9 j10 12. h9 19 13. 110 n8 14. 09 k9 15. 18 n9 16. n10 k10
17. 06 k11 18. 08 k8 0-1

When I looked at this game, I immediately found Daralagalleta's move L9 suspicious. Here is the
position immediately before that move:

15

14

13

12

11

10

(Daralagalleta is white here.)

I immediately suspected that
(1) this move is the beginning of a very “narrow,” hard-to-find win and
(2) the only reasonable explanation of why Daralagalleta made this move is that he
calculated very far ahead, which is impossible to do in a 7 min game without using a
program.

My analysis in Yixin confirmed suspicion (1) and strongly supported suspicion (2):

* Upto depth 9, Yixin suggests other moves, L.10 (depth 5 and 6) and N8 (depth 7, 8, and 9).

* Itis only at depth 10 that Yixin starts considering L9 the best move.

* Atdepth 13, Yixin finds that L9 is a winning move.

* The win is a VCT that is too long and complicated to be found in a 7 min game. There are
some quite long branches that black can choose if white continues making direct threats
after L9, e.g.,

a) L9 (white), L8 (black), K10, M8, N8, 09, N9, N10, then there are options to create a
VCEF threat (e.g., K9 and J9), and it is hard to calculate up to that point, let alone further,
b) L9, L8, K10, J11, N8, 09, M10, N10, then, again, there are options to create a VCF
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threat.
* The analysis with the command nbest shows that L9 is the only winning move (unless there
is a much longer and much more complicated win).

It is no wonder that Rtpolina played H9 immediately before Daragalleta played L9 — Rtpolina
obviously did not expect Daralagalleta to find and play a “narrow” win on the right side.

The fact that it is only at depth 10 that Yixin starts considering L9 the best move suggests that a
human must calculate really far ahead in order to see why L9 is a better choice than any other move.

It takes only about 8 seconds to calculate to depth 10, so Daralagalleta indeed could find L9 by
using a program.

To further support or refute suspicion (2), I showed the picture above to ten strong players and
asked them how they would play in that position in a 7 min game. Here are their answers:

L.ukasz Majksner: L10

Martin Muzika: N8

Lukas Soucek: L8

Denis Kachaev: G9

Ilya Katsev: L.10

Daria Petrenko: .10 or N8

Kjetil Nossum: L.10 or N8

Denis Osipov: L10

Bogdan Brachaczek: N8

Player with the nickname “okcthunder”: N8

No one played L9, Daralagalleta's move.

Finally, I asked opinions of two top players, Denis Kachaev and Denis Osipov, about the move L9.
Here is what they said:

Denis Osipov: “Oto ToyHO npora. f yBuzien moueMy rpaBUIbHO XOJUTh /19, HO 3TO OYeHb C/I0’KHO
Juist 7 MuHYT. [Iprnuiock peanbHO 3a4yMaThCsl HaJ| TI030H, B peaslbHOM urpe s ObI TaK He IOLIer.
Ecm tonbko Ha 30muH+. IIpoCTOo YesioBeKy Ha TaKOM KOHTPOJIe He NPUJeT Jiaxke B F0JIOBY CUUTATh
3Ty BeTKy.”

(Translation: “It is definitely a program. I realised why L9 is the correct move, but it is very difficult
to see in a 7 min game. I had to really contemplate the position and would not play this move unless
it was a 30+ min game. In a 7 min game, no human would even come to the idea of calculating this
branch.”)

Denis Kachaev: “Ha 7 MUH 3T0, KOHeUHO, CUIbHO.” “L9, KOHEeUHO, BBIT/ISIAUT HEeTPHUBUA/ILHO AJ1s1 7

»

MHUH".

(Translation: “Of course, it is very strong for a 7 min game.” “L9, of course, looks not obvious for a
7 min game.”)

Denis Osipov added the following comment on how Fudjin plays in general: “MHorza B urpe ¢ HUM
y HEro MpsiM Uepe/iyFOTCs MPOCTO OTKPOBEHHBIN AUOM/IN3M U CyTIep MPOCCUEThI BEIOWBIBAIOIIHE U3
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Kosien). Y1 370 3anmyThiBaeT CUJIbHO, IOTOMY UTO HY OK, OH fle/laeT repBble 5-6 AUOUIbHBIX X0/0B 1
51 pacc1abnsoch, Urpato Ha 103y, 6epery Bpemsi, He 3aMOpauyrBai0Ch. ECTeCTBEHHO OCTaB/IsA0 KaKkue
TO CJIOXKHBIe BUHBL. U BAPYT OH 3a OZIMH M3 3THX XBOCTOB XBaTaeTcsi U 6e3011MO0YHO OTrphIBaeT
TPYAHEHIINIA BUH, Kak OyZieTo BCTaJl, BhILIes 13-3a CTOJIa U IMyCTHII IeMbsiHa)”

(Translation: “Sometimes he plays clearly stupid and then starts making exceptionally well-thought
moves that really disorient me. That's really misleading: He makes five or six stupid moves in a
row, so I get relaxed and do not care much about leaving an opportunity for him to play an
extremely difficult win, and then, all of a sudden, he perfectly plays one as if Demjan replaced him
at some point.”)

Just before playing L9, Daralagalleta played J10, Yixin's move. After L9, he perfectly played a win.

3. Game against wmzoli (Zoltan I.aszlo aka Zoli)

http://www.playok.com/en/game.phtml/120795901?gm

[Event "8034968"]
[Site "kurnik"]
[Date "2016.09.23"]
[Round "5"]

[Black "daralagalleta"]
[White "wmzoli"]
[Result "0-1"]
[Time "21:09:18"]
[TimeControl "420"]
[GameType "61,15"]
[BlackElo "1988"]
[WhiteElo "2125"]

1. 13 14 2. k5 black 3. j5 i4 4. i3 k7 5. j6 j7 6. k6 17 7. m7 h6 8. h7 g5 9.

f4 g6 10. g7 j8 11. i6 g8 12. m6 16 13. m5 m4 14. j3 k3 15. f7 e7 16. f6 f5 17.
k4 15 18. k9 e5 19. d5 h8 20. f8 j10 21. h1® f10 22. €9 d10 23. ell el@ 24. gi0
c8 25. d7 19 26. 18 d9 27. n6 o5 28. f1l k10 29. m8 m9 30. j9 i8 31. el2 k8 0-1

Zoli complained after this game. He said he felt his opponent used a program during a period of
time.

Four moves in a row — 16, M6, M5 and J3 — coincide with what Yixin suggests.

Denis Kachaev's opinion: “C 3oy ma, 61711 11o03pUTe/IbHBIE MecTa. HarnprMep, HaurHasi ¢ M6 u
o K4".

(Translation: “In the game against Zoli, yes, there were suspicious parts. For example, the moves
from M6 to K4.”)

Denis Osipov's opinion on the moves from M6 to K4: “[la, 3To oueHb MOX0Ke Ha ITPOrpaMMy U
MaJio TIOXO)Ke Ha uesioBeka. UeroBek, Oosie-MeHe BMEHsSIeMOTO YPOBHSI OTBITPBIBasi peCypChl UJeT
00BIYHO K KaKo# TO ompe/ie/ieHHOM 1ie/y (aTaka/e[MHCTBeHHbIN BapyUaHT 3a0/I0UUTh U T.1.) A TyT
TIOXOJKe Ha TIPOTy, KOTopast BbIOpasia BeTKY 10 KakoMy TO Ko3dduiieHTy. JIOTHKY B 3THX X0fiax
OuUeHb TPYZAHO MpOCIeanTh.”
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(Translation: “Yeah, it looks very much like a program and does not look like a human. A well-
skilled player usually pursues an aim when he uses his resources (e.g., an attack or the only way to
defend.) Here, it looks like a program, which chose a branch based on a coefficient. It is very
difficult to find a logic behind these moves.”)

The move K4 looks especially suspicious. Here is the position immediately before that move:

15
14
13
12
11

10

Daralagalleta is white here.

Yixin considers K4 the best move at depth 6 and higher.

Zoli's comment on K4: “Surely prog. Dumb prog move.”

Lukasz Majksner's comment on k4: “I would never play such a move. Not a human move. Imo.”
Konstantin Nikonov asked Fudjin on the Russian gomoku discussion board what his idea behind his
move K4 was, and it is only after I repeated Nikonov's question when Fudjin made a couple of
public statements on that. Here they are:

“Pemru s Tak 3a0/10UUTH BOT U BCe”

(Translation: “I decided to block in this way, and that's it.”)

“MO>KHO OBIIO ero ¥ He CTaBUTh HAaBePHOE, HO OH BPO/ie He 0COO0 MOPTHUT BCe. TIepeKphIBaeT rapy
MaCCUBHBIX BO3MOXKHBIX HarlpaB/eHUM aTaku, a 1ocJie Hero BCce paBHO UTpaeTcst O/ovariuii Xo/, Tak

YTO K4 1Oro/ly He MOPTHUT. BOT ¥ BCe pacCyieHus. B Oosee feTambHbBIN aHA/IM3 BAABAaThHCS He Oyny”

(Translation: “Perhaps it was not necessary to play this move, but it does not significantly worsen
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the position. It blocks two passive potential attack directions. After this move, a blocking move has
to be played, so K4 does not do any harm. That's all. I will not go into further details.”)

A concluding remark

I would like to answer here a frequently asked question, “Where is the proof that Daralagalleta
cheated? All I see is just some indirect evidence and opinions.”

Strictly speaking, a strict proof is impossible to find. Even if a player makes, say, 40 out of 40
moves in a single game as Yixin suggests, almost each time having many equally good moves to
choose from, it may be just a coincidence. Even if a player confesses cheating, it is not a strict
proof, for he may be lying.

Generally, we can only talk about the probability of that someone cheated.

Denis Osipov, a well-known top player, publicly said that based on the game against puma1600
alone, he finds the probability of that Daralagalleta cheated 99%.

In English-speaking countries, there is a special legal term — “beyond a reasonable doubt.” It is
different from “absolute certainty,” but sufficient to return a verdict of “guilty.”



