	The Hazards of a High Rating
Monty Ashley
So you think it's easy having a high rating?
Let's say you're Ryan Fuller. Last weekend, you went to Grand Prix Moscow with your three Byes, finished the swiss rounds with a 10-2-1 record, and went undefeated through the Top 8 to win the whole event. And your rating dropped twelve points.
		Round
	Opponent
	Opponent Rating
	Result
	Rating After

	1
	Bye
	2208
	
	

	2
	Bye
	
	
	

	3
	Bye
	
	
	

	4
	Denis Tagunov
	1702
	Loss
	2170

	5
	Trey M Van Cleave
	1969
	Win
	2179

	6
	Larisa Komardina
	1716
	Win
	2182

	7
	Alexander Dikhnov
	1854
	Loss
	2147

	8
	Andrey Osipov
	1781
	Win
	2152

	9
	Denis Davidov
	1797
	Win
	2156

	10
	Alex Shvartsman
	1957
	Draw
	2146

	11
	Serge Temnov
	1885
	Win
	2153

	12
	Igor Moskvin
	1757
	Win
	2157

	13
	Yaroslav Kondratiev
	1878
	Win
	2163

	14
	David A. Williams
	2080
	Win
	2179

	15
	Antoine Ruel
	1957
	Win
	2188

	16
	Iwan Tan
	1959
	Win
	2196





How is this possible? Well, Ryan Fuller had a 2208 constructed rating when he showed up at the tournament, second in the world to Zvi Mowshowitz. He earned this rating primarily on the strength of a 14-1 performance at PT Tokyo.
Let's start by looking at his opponents. When Fuller lost to Alexander Dikhnov in Round 7, Dikhnov had a very respectable rating of 1854. But Fuller's rating was more than 300 points higher than that, so he lost many more points than if the two ratings had been roughly equal. And the people he beat, while still having very good ratings objectively, were so much below Fuller's 2100+ that his points gained were very few.
The two times Fuller lost, he lost 38 and 35 points. When he won, he got an average of just over seven points per match, with only his quarterfinal victory over David Williams netting him as much as 16 points. Even his tenth-round draw with Alex Shvartsman cost him ten points.
[image: http://web.archive.org/web/20020606194300im_/http:/www.wizards.com/sideboard/images/gpmos01/875.jpg]If Ryan Fuller loses 35 points with each loss and gains seven points with each win, he'd need to win five times for every loss to maintain his astronomical rating. And, in fact, that's what he's been doing of late; that's how he got his rating to this level. But the instant his play starts to slip, his rating will fall rapidly until it reflects his new level.
Of course, Fuller probably isn't too distraught over losing twelve ratings points. After all, the $2,400 he earned in Moscow comes out to $200 per ratings point lost. At that rate, he'd be a rich man long before he got down to 1600.
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