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SUMMARY 

 
Background:  
 
It is a requirement under Article 31 of the International Convention against Doping in Sport 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Convention”) that all States Parties “shall forward every two 
years to the Conference of Parties through the Secretariat, in one of the official languages 
of UNESCO, all relevant information concerning measures taken by them for the purpose of 
complying with the provisions of this Convention.” The Secretariat has developed the Anti-
Doping Logic system, which consists of an online questionnaire and analysis software, to 
collect data from all States Parties on the measures they have taken to implement the 
Convention. This information document presents the results generated by the Anti-Doping 
Logic system - with detailed data analysis initiated by the Secretariat - based on the 
information provided by States Parties for the 2014-2015 biennium. National reports of 
States Parties are available for consultation in ADLogic. 
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 Introduction 

1. This report analyses the results of the questionnaire sent to all States Parties under the 
terms of Article 31 of the Convention for the Conference of Parties to the International 
Convention against Doping in Sport at UNESCO’s headquarters on 29 and 30 October 

2015.  

 

2. The questionnaire, which is identical to the one presented to States Parties in 2013 – 
has  28 questions – and 23 sub-questions – that reflect the themes of the Convention, 
notably national anti-doping activities, international cooperation, education and training, 
and research. 

 

3. This report focuses on the main areas of the Convention addressed in the questionnaire, 
namely:  

 Overall compliance 

 National Activities to Strengthen Anti-doping 

 International Cooperation 

 Education and Training 

 Research. 

 

4. Particular attention is paid to Article 9 on measures against athlete support personnel 
and to Article 24.a on the promotion of research on anti-doping issues. A separate 
document has been prepared with regards to Articles 8 and 10 on prohibited substances 
and methods and nutritional supplements.1  

 

5. The analysis takes into consideration the 116 States Parties which submitted completed 
reports using ADLogic.2 The list of States Parties and their regional groupings included in 
the analysis are listed in Annex 1. 

 

 Overall Convention compliance 

6. Full compliance with the Convention is measured using a system of benchmarks 
developed by UNESCO for each question of the ADLogic monitoring system. The 
benchmarks specify a minimum standard or threshold that States Parties are expected to 
meet in order to achieve compliance with the relevant question and article of the 
Convention. The level of the benchmark is set so that the standard is challenging but 
achievable, so as to maintain motivation and interest among States Parties beginning to 
engage in fundamental anti-doping activities. Based on the benchmark system, ADLogic 
creates for each State Party an overall gauge of compliance to the Convention. This is 
calculated by compiling the States Parties’ level of compliance for each question relative 

to the question’s benchmark. For example, if the country has not reached the minimum 

                                                           
1
 The selection of the articles was made by the UNESCO Secretariat. 

2
 Number of countries to have completed the ADLogic questionnaire by 31 May 2015, hereafter identified as “States 

Parties”. 
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benchmark standard, it is considered not compliant or partly compliant depending on its 
distance to the benchmark. Full compliance with the Convention is considered achieved 
when States Parties reach an overall 67% (two-thirds) full compliance under ADLogic. 
The maximum score is 100% full compliance. 

 

7. At the global level, the level of compliance with the Convention remains fairly high 
among the 116 States Parties. In 2015, nearly half of all States Parties (55 total) were 
fully compliant with the Convention, having achieved at least two-thirds (67%) overall full 
compliance under ADLogic.3 Twenty States Parties have achieved more than 85% full 
compliance with the Convention. Four countries have achieved nearly total compliance – 
Australia, Cuba, Romania and Serbia – at 96.4%, but unlike 2013, no countries reached 
100% compliance.4 

 

8. Compared to 2013, the number of States Parties complying at the two-thirds level 
decreased by only 5 in 2015. The overall rate of full compliance5 is lower at 47% in 2015, 
compared to 58% in 2013. 

 

9. The geographical distribution of 55 States Parties which are considered fully compliant 
with the Convention is shown in  

10. Figure 1 (see Annex 1 for list of countries within regional groups). The region with the 
highest number of at least two-thirds fully compliant countries is Group I (17 countries), 
followed by Groups II (11), III (9) and IV (10). These four regions account for 85% of the 
world’s at least two-thirds fully compliant countries. 

 

11. In Groups I, II and IV, about half the countries have reached 67% full compliance with 
the Convention (Frame b of  

12. Figure 1). Roughly 25% of countries have reached this level in Groups Va and Vb, and 
about 40% in Group III. 

 

13. Twenty-one countries have not reached half full-compliance (less than 50%), compared 
to 38 countries in 2013. This group of States Parties is geographically diverse hailing 
from all regions, except Group II. Three States Parties – Guinea, Madagascar and 
Micronesia – are lagging the furthest behind, with less than 15% full compliance in 2015. 
Unlike 2013, all countries have some level of full compliance, however low.6 

                                                           
3
 In 2015, the median of full compliance across all monitoring questions stands at 64%, four percentage points lower than 

in 2013. One standard deviation above the mean (also 64) is 83%.  
 
4
 In 2013, 3 countries had reached 100%: Austria, Bahrain and France. 

 
5
 The rate of full compliance is calculated as the share of responding States Parties with full compliance at 67% as a share of 

all States parties responding to ADLogic, The difference in shares between years is not statistically significant. 
 
6
 In 2013, 15 States Parties were fully non-compliant with the Convention (0%). 
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Figure 1: Geographical distribution of States Parties with 67% full compliance 

a. Number of compliant States Parties 

 
Reading note: Three States Parties in Group Vb are at least 67% in full compliance with the Convention. 

 

b. Percentage compliance by group 

 
Reading note: Twenty-seven percent of States Parties in Group Vb are at least 67% in full compliance 

with the Convention. 
 
14. Monitoring the Convention has occurred since 20097 and embraced several Conferences 

of Parties (COP). The last two surveys of ADLogic (4COP in 2013 and 5COP in 2015) 

                                                           
7
 At its 2

nd
 session, the Conference of Parties endorsed the electronic system to monitor the Convention and called upon all 

States Parties to complete the on-line questionnaire as set forth in the provisions of the Convention. 

Group I; 17 

Group II; 11 Group III; 9 

Group IV; 10 

Group Va; 5 

Group Vb; 3 

Group I; 71% 

Group II; 61% 

Group III; 39% 

Group IV; 48% 

Group Va; 26% 

Group Vb; 27% 
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use identical questionnaires, which enables the direct comparison to monitor States 
Parties’ progress. Table 1 summarizes the changes for those States Parties by region. 

15. Since 2013, 63 States Parties increased their level of full compliance with the 
Convention, of which 23 increased by more than 25 percentage points. Although 
increases occurred in all Groups, Group Va registered the most increases during this 
period, with nearly 75% of all States Parties showing improvement. Groups I and II had 
lower increases at the regional level.  

 

16. Some States Parties registered significantly large increases since 2013. Thirteen 
countries increased their full compliance by at least 50 percentage points.8 Fifteen 
countries which had registered a null level of full compliance (0%) in 2013 increased their 
compliance ranging from 14% (Madagascar) to 89% (Uzbekistan) in 2015.   

 

17. Between 2013 and 2015, 42 countries decreased their level of full compliance with the 
Convention. In 7 cases, States Parties lost more than 25 percentage points in their full 
compliance levels, 3 of which lost more than 40 percentage points (Argentina, France 
and Guinea).9 

                                                           
8
 Uzbekistan, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Palau, Armenia, Myanmar, Turkmenistan, Equatorial Guinea, Rwanda, 

Montenegro, Mali, Burkina Faso, Kenya and Fiji (State Parties listed in decreasing order of size of increase). 
 
9
 The other four countries are Slovakia, Italy, Jamaica and Bahrain (listed in increasing order of size of decrease). Guinea’s 

case is particular as it fell from 50% fully compliant in 4CP, compared to 7% in 5CP. The other countries were at about 80% 
full compliance in 4CP. 
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Table 1: Changes in full compliance of the Convention between 4CP and 5CP 

 
Note: DPR Korea: the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea 

 
18. Between 2013 and 2015, the average level of full compliance increased in most regions 

(Figure 2). The largest increases occurred in Groups IV and Va, where the regional 
average was about 20 percentage points higher in 2015 than 2013. Groups I and III 
registered little change during this period and remained relatively high at 74% and 60%, 
respectively. Group II’s average increased to 73% to join Group 1 as the highest scoring 

regions in 2015. 

Increase by more 

than 25 % points

Decrease by more 

than 25 % points

Group Total
Share of 

group (%)
Name Total

Share of 

group (%)
Name Total

Share of 

group (%)

I 8 33 Israel 11 46 France, Italy 5 21

II 8 44

Armenia, 

Montenegro, 

Uzbekistan

8 44

Slovakia

2 11

III 14 61
Peru

8 35
Argentina, 

Jamaica
1 4

IV 12 57

Brunei 

Darusalamm, 

DPR Korea, Fiji , 

Myanmar, 

Palau, 

Turkmenistan, 

Vanuatu, Viet 

Nam

6 29 3 14

Va 14 74

Burkina Faso, 

Cameroon, 

Chad, 

Equatorial 

Guinea, Kenya, 

Mali, Rwanda, 

Zambia

5 26

Guinea

0 0

Vb 7 64
Kuwait, Saudi 

Arabia
4 36

Bahrain
0 0

Total 63 54 23 42 36 7 11 9

Change between 4CP and 5CP

Increase Decrease No change
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Figure 2: Regional levels of full compliance in 2013 and 2015 

 
 

 Convention Part II. Anti-doping activities at the national level  

 Formalising anti-doping measures 

19. States Parties to the Convention are encouraged to adopt national anti-doping activities 
to “promote the prevention of and the fight against doping in sport, with a view to its 

elimination” (Article 1). The Convention enables governments to adapt some freedom to 
apply the Convention, using legislative, regulatory, political or administrative measures.  

 

20. Figure 3 shows the combination of measures taken by States Parties.10 About one-third 
of countries (39 totals) adapt some specific form of anti-doping legislation. Enacting 
regulations, policies and administrative practices with relation to anti-doping activities are 
also common practices in 26 countries.  

 

21. Figure 4 presents the measures adopted by regional groups. The share of countries 
adopting specific anti-doping legislation is highest in Groups I and Vb (nearly half at 
45%) and lowest in Group IV and Va where about one-quarter (25%) of countries have 
selected such measures. Developing specific anti-doping policies and administrative 
practices is most common in Group III (30% of States Parties), while specific anti-doping 
regulations was most prominent in Group II States Parties (nearly 40%). About 30% of 
States Parties in Group Va are still in the process of adopting anti-doping actions, 
although the nature of the measures to be implemented is not detailed. 

                                                           
10

 A detailed analysis of anti-doping activities with relation to Articles 8 and 10 is available in a separate report (see  
document ICDS/5CP/Inf.2). 
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 Figure 3: Specific anti-doping legislation enacted by majority of countries 

 
Note: 116 States Parties replied to question Q1: “Describe the principal measure taken to abide by the 
obligations contained in the Convention.” Only one answer is provided per State Party. 
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Figure 4: Anti-doping measures taken to support the Convention, by region 

 
Reading note: 11 countries in Group 1 (46% of countries in the region) enacted specific anti-doping 
legislation. 
Note: 116 States Parties replied to question Q1: “Describe the principal measure taken to abide by the 

obligations contained in the Convention.” Only one answer is provided per State Party. 

 

 Article 9: Measures against Athlete Support Personnel since COP3 

22. Since the third Conference of Parties, States Parties have addressed the concern over 
athlete support personnel, with a focus on how to take sanctions or penalties against 
their use of doping methods and substances in performance and training activities of 
athletes. ADLogic monitors the extent of these sanctions and penalties taken by States 
Parties. 
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Article 9 – Measures against athlete support personnel  
 
States Parties shall themselves take measures or encourage sports organizations and 
anti-doping organizations to adopt measures, including sanctions or penalties, aimed at 
athlete support personnel who commit an anti-doping rule violation or other offence 
connected with doping in sport. 
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23. States Parties have taken strong measures in putting the responsibility of anti-doping 
enforcement in the hands of athlete support personnel. In 2015, 41 (35%) of the 116 
States Parties have taken extensive sanctions and penalties and another 42 (36%) have 
taken substantial measures against athlete support personnel who involved in doping in 
sport (Figure 5). About 17% of States Parties have taken only moderate or partial 
measures against athlete support personnel. 

 

24. Figure 5 also shows the evolution of the level of measures taken against athlete support 
personnel involved with doping since the third Conference of Parties in 2011. Between 
3COP and 5COP, for the same 116 counties, there has been a gradual increase in the 
adoption of extensive and substantial measures, albeit with a slight drop in the last 
phases since 4COP for extensive measures (3 fewer countries).  

 

25. Taking partial measures here has been a constant growth of substantial and partial 
measures during the period. The change in the no response rate highlights the growth of 
States Parties participating in the monitoring mechanism ADLogic or new signatories to 
the Convention since 2011. However, the number of countries which have yet to enact 
any measures remains relatively high at nearly 13% of all States Parties. 
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Figure 5: Extent of measures taken against athlete support personnel, 2013-2015 

 
Reading note: 29 countries in the 3CP or about 26 % of all countries in Group I conduct research on 
behavioural and social aspects of doping.  
Note: CP is Conference of Parties. 5CP is in 2015, 4CP in 2013 and 3CP in 2011. The 116 States Parties of 
this report are included in this figure. They Question 5.1. “To what extent have measures been taken to 

allow athlete support personnel involved in doping in sport to be sanctioned or penalized?” 

 

 Convention Part III. International cooperation 

 Cooperation among organisations 

26. The Convention denotes specific measures to promote synergy among States Parties 
and encourage international cooperation among anti-doping organizations, public 
authorities and sporting organizations. This cooperation begins with coordination and 
support for the anti-doping activities of the World Anti-Doping Agency and national anti-
doping organizations, so that anti-doping efforts among anti-doping organizations are 
carried out in accordance with the Code. 

 

27. The level of international cooperation is measured by ADLogic based on “cooperation” 

between national public authorities, anti-doping and sports organisations and their 
international counterparts. While the definition of cooperation is not addressed 
specifically, nearly 90% of States Parties believe that substantial or extensive 
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cooperation exists with international counterparts (Figure 6).11 International cooperation 
is quite high in nearly all regions, with Groups IV and Va performing a bit lower at around 
80%. Extensive cooperation is much less common in Groups Va and VB, as only 30% of 
countries report this level. 

Figure 6: Level of international cooperation, by region 

 
Reading note: In 57 countries (49% of all countries), extensive cooperation exists between the levels. 
Note: 116 countries responded to Question 13: “What level of cooperation exists between your public 

authorities, anti-doping and sports organizations and their international counterparts?” 

 

 Cooperation for anti-doping checks12, results and sanctions 

28. In terms of international cooperation, the ADLOGIC questionnaire also examines how 
States Parties carry out anti-doping work – namely reciprocal testing and enforcing 
sanctions – at a cooperative level.  

 

29. Figure 7 shows the extent to which public authorities or anti-doping organisations in 
States Parties have entered into reciprocal testing agreements with their international 
counterparts. At a global level, about 45% (52 countries) of States Parties have 
developed these agreements, with an additional 22% (25 countries) having a limited form 
of agreement. When examining these same responses by region, Groups I and II stand 

                                                           
11

 Other questions address doping testing and controls as well as recognising test results and sanctions. 
12

 "Checks" can include cooperation with WADA and other anti-doping organisations for doping controls and recognizing 
their doping control procedures (under ADLogic questions 13 to 18.1). 
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out as having a much larger level of cooperation, with around 60% of countries enabling 
reciprocal testing. Furthermore, in Group 1, an additional 8 countries have a limited 
reciprocal testing agreement, bring the overall share with some form of agreement to 
92%. The other four groups – namely Groups III, IV, Va and Vb – are at similar levels of 
cooperation, ranging between about 30% and 40%. 

Figure 7: International cooperation for reciprocal testing, by region 

 
Reading note: 52 countries (45% of all countries) have entered into agreements regarding reciprocal 
testing. 
Note: 116 countries responded to Question 17: “Have your public authorities or anti-doping 
organizations entered into any agreements with their international counterparts to allow reciprocal 
testing?” 

 
30. Cooperation among States Parties appears more robust when it comes to recognizing 

the anti-doping test results and procedures of other anti-doping organizations that 
comply with the World Anti-Doping Code. Of the 116 States Parties, 114 have 
recognised the doping control procedures and test results of other anti-doping 
organizations if they are undertaken in a manner consistent with the World Anti-Doping 
Code. Nearly all of these countries (106 out of 114) follow through and enforce sanctions 
applied by other anti-doping organizations which are consistent with the World Anti-
Doping Code. 
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 Convention Part IV. Education and Training 

31. States Parties have an educational responsibility per the Convention to “support, 

implement or devise” education and training programmes, with specific anti-doping 
themes for the general population and additional information for competitive athletes and 
their support personnel.  

 

32. Figure 8 shows the extent of States Parties’ adherence to this responsibility. Nearly 90% 

of States Parties provide anti-doping training to all or most international athletes, while 
the remaining 10% provide only some or no training.  Overall access to training is 
similarly high for national-level athletes, although only 20% of countries provide training 
to all national athletes, compared to more than 40% for international athletes. 

 

33. While States Parties ensure that nearly all international and national-level athletes have 
access to anti-doping training, the general population and athlete support personnel 
receive much less access to anti-doping information or training. Only 7 countries offer 
anti-doping education or training programmes for the entire general population athletes 
and 18 for all athlete support personnel. A larger proportion of countries offer only some 
training, about 50% and 60%, respectively, to the general population and athlete support 
personnel. 
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Figure 8: Access to anti-doping information and training, per athlete type 

 
Reading note: In 49 countries (42% of all countries), all international athletes received have anti-doping 
training. 

Note: 116 countries responded to Questions 20, 21, 22 and 23. “What proportion of 

[athlete category] received education and training programmes about doping?” 116 

States Parties responded to each question. 
 
34. The frequency of access to training is an important criteria for monitoring Part IV of the 

Convention given that the information provided in education and training needs to be up-
to-date in terms of accuracy and relevancy. Figure 9 shows that for all athletic levels, 
training is mostly occasional (less than annual) or sometimes annual. Again, international 
athletes receive training  more frequently than other groups, with 63 countries offering 
annual training (about 54%) and another 48 (38%) offering occasional training. The 
general population of athletes receives anti-doping education and training the least 
frequently in most countries, with 64% of countries offering only occasional training. A 
further analysis of the combination of coverage and frequency of training would 
effectively demonstrate the strength of national education and training programmes. 
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Figure 9: Frequency of training, per athlete type 

 
Reading note: In 63 countries (54% of all countries), all international athletes received annual anti-doping 
training. 
Note: 116 countries responded to each Question 20.2, 21.2, 22.2 and 23.2. “How often do [athlete 

category] receive anti-doping education and training?” 

 

 Convention Part V. Research 

35. National research is conducted as a means to improve training conditions for athletes 
and supporting personnel, to reduce the interest in doping and to increase information 
around the short- and long-term consequences of doping. The first subsection provides a 
quick overview of international cooperation in research. The second subsection on 
Article 24 goes into greater detail on which States Parties are conducting research and in 
what areas.  

 

 International cooperation in research 

36. The Convention supports the exchange of anti-doping research results within the limits of 
relevant national and international rule, hoping to improve the effectiveness and quality 
of collaboration in anti-doping research. The variety of anti-doping research fields across 
countries underscores the importance of such collaboration.  
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37. International cooperation in research is quite attractive among States Parties reporting to 
ADLogic and conducting research. Nearly 70% of States Parties (41 countries) have 
shared their research results with international counterparts and WADA. Thirteen 
countries have not yet shared their results, indicating the intention to do so, and only four 
have not shared their research. 

 

38. The manner in which research is conducted is also monitored by ADLogic. Nearly half of 
all countries take some measures so that their results are in compliance with the 
principles of the World Anti-Doping Code.13 

 
 

 Article 24: Promotion of Research in Anti-Doping Matters 

39. Through its Article 24, the Convention aims to strengthen the capacities of anti-doping 
efforts by focusing research on the effects of doping as well as on alternative substances 
and methods. In 2015, nearly 50% of States Parties (55) have not initiated any research 
on anti-doping issues (Figure 10). Thirty-seven countries (32%) have undertaken 
research, the majority belonging to Group I (43% or 16 countries), and another 23 
countries had some limited research in place. 

40. At a regional level, some groups have been more active than others in terms of 
developing research. More than 70% of countries in Groups I and II have some form of 
anti-doping research (limited and unlimited), compared to around 50% in Group Vb, and 
around 40% in Groups III and IV. Group Va has the lowest proportion of research of all 
groups, with about 80% of countries not yet involved in any form of research. 

                                                           
13

 Among the 116 countries responding to Question 27 answering “yes” or “yes to a limited extent”. 

Article 24 – Promotion of research in anti-doping 
 
States Parties undertake, within their means, to encourage and promote anti-doping 
research in cooperation with sports and other relevant organizations on:  
 
(a) prevention, detection methods, behavioural and social aspects, and the health 
consequences of doping;  
 
(b) ways and means of devising scientifically-based physiological and psychological 
training programmes respectful of the integrity of the person;  
 
(c) the use of all emerging substances and methods resulting from scientific 
developments. 
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Figure 10: Efforts to promote anti-doping research, total and by region 

 
Reading note: 37 countries or about 30% of all countries have anti-doping research. 
Note: 116 countries responded to Question 27. “Has any anti-doping research been 
undertaken or supported?” 
 
41. Table 2 summarizes the current state of countries’ research status compared to 2013.14 

Progress is indicated in light green and retreat is indicated in light orange. Light grey 
areas indicate no change since 2013. 

 

42. During the last two years, there has been little progress in increasing the spread of anti-
doping research in States Parties. In 2015, 23 countries had regressed in terms of their 
research status compared to 2013 (in light orange), while 25 improved somewhat during 
this period (in light green). Forty-three maintained status quo.  

 

43. The overall number of States Parties conducting some form of research (limited or not) 
increased by 6, from 54 in 2013 to 60 countries in 2015. Nine countries which had not 
yet started research in 2013 had some form of research (limited or not) by 2015; 
conversely, 11 countries which had initiated research in 2013 were ‘not yet’ conducting 

any in 2015. Countries appear to flow in and out of research modes in relatively short 
periods of time. 
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 Based on the same 116 countries analysed in 2015, and including data for those same countries in 2013. 
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Table 2: Changes in research orientation between 2013 and 2015 

  

2013 
 

Yes 

Yes, to 
a 

limited 
extent 

Not yet No Do not 
know 

No 
response Total 

2015 

Yes 22 7 4 0 2 2 37 

Yes, to a 
limited 
extent 

11 2 5 1 1 3 23 

Not yet 5 6 16 7 3 8 45 

No 0 0 5 3 0 2 10 

Do not 
know 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

 

Total 39 15 30 11 6 15 116 

Notes: Light grey areas indicate no change in research status between 2013 and 2015. Light green 
indicates an improvement in research status and light orange a deterioration. 116 countries responded to 
Question 27. “Has any anti-doping research been undertaken or supported?” 

 
44. Some notable points which would require delving into a country-based analysis to 

understand the changes since 2013 are listed below:  

 Two fewer States Parties were leading research (37 compared to 39 in 2013). 

 Although 8 additional States Parties were involved in limited research in 2015 (23 
compared to 15 in 2013), 11 had dropped the level of research (from unlimited to 
limited). 

 Five countries answered in 2013 that they were conducting research and in 2015 
“not yet” (Argentina, Côte d’Ivoire, Italy, Slovakia, Slovenia).  

 Eleven countries answered in 2013 that they were conducting research, but that 
research was limited in 2015. 

 
45. States Parties conduct research in various areas related to doping. National anti-doping 

research activity is concentrated around 6 major areas – namely, behavioural and social 
aspects of doping, doping prevention, detection methods, health consequences of 
doping, emerging substances or methods, physiological and psychological training 
programmes. Figure 11 depicts type of research conducted by 59 responding States 
Parties, as a total and grouped by their geographical regions.  

 

46. Overall, States Parties identified 170 areas of anti-doping research occurring at the 
national level (multiple answers possible per State Party). The majority of research 
across all States Parties is conducted in the behavioural and social aspects of doping 
(26% of 170 areas, or 45 countries), following by doping prevention (21% of 170 areas, 
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or 35 countries). The regional distribution is markedly similar to that of all respondents, 
with an exception for Group I which also engaged significantly in detection methods 
(24% of 62 areas identified, 16 countries). The preventive aspects of doping receive less 
results attention, as less than 40% of research focuses on health consequences of 
doping, emerging substances or methods and physiological and psychological training 
programmes. 

Figure 11: Anti-doping research areas identified by States Parties, total and by region 

 
Reading note: 16 countries or 26 % of all research areas identified by States Parties in Group I conduct 
research on behavioural and social aspects of doping.  
Note: 59 States Parties responded to Question 27.1. “What was the main area of focus?” 46 of these 

States Parties selected multiple answers for this question. 
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47. The types of research conducted might also be examined under the lens of the Olympic 

medals. Figure 12 shows the same data as Figure 11, but with States Parties grouped by 
the total number of medals. Highly-performing countries earning 20 or more medals have 
chosen a variety of research areas.15 Compared to the global distribution in Figure 11 
(‘total’ bar), high ranking countries appear to focus more on behavioural and social 

aspects of doping: 35% of countries are doing research in this area, compared to 26% at 
the global level. Countries whose Olympic performance is emerging (i.e. with less than 
20 medals) engage in a distribution of research priorities more similar to the global 
distribution.  

                                                           
15

 Thirteen State Parties won 20 or more medals in London, but 11 responded to question 27.1 (Italy and Ireland did not). 

45 16 7 6 

7 
4 5 

35 

8 

9 
7 

4 
3 4 

31 

15 

5 

4 
3 

2 2 

26 
10 

4 

4 3 
2 

3 

22 10 

3 

3 2 2 
2 

11 3 1 
2 2 1 

2 

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Total Group I Group II Group III Group IV Group Va Group Vb

Sh
ar

e 
w

it
h

in
  g

ro
u

p
/T

o
ta

l n
u

m
b

er
 o

f 
in

st
an

ce
s 

Physiological/psychological training programmes Emerging substances or methods

Health consequences of doping Detection methods

Doping prevention Behavioural and social aspects of doping

170 18 14 21 26 29 62 

Total instances  



ICDS/5CP/INF.1 

23 
 

Figure 12: Areas of national anti-doping research, by number of Olympic medals 

 
Reading note: 22 countries with between 1 and 9 Olympic medals (50% in the group) conducted research 
on behavioural and social aspects of doping. 
Notes: 59 States Parties responded to Question 27.1. “What was the main area of focus?” 46 States 
Parties selected multiple answers for this question. 

 
48. Examining those 46 countries which provided multiple answers reveals some priority 

setting on research questions among States Parties. 

 

 Five countries had research in all 6 areas: Algeria, Cuba, Germany, Japan and 
the United States of America.  

 Three countries included 5 of the 6 research areas. They all had four areas in 
common: selected behavioural and social aspect of doping, detection methods, 
doping preventing, and health consequences of doping. 

 85% of countries’ research included the behavioural and social aspects of doping 

(39 of 46 countries). The 7 countries which did not select this research line 
conducted research focusing on emerging substances or methods. 

 Table 3 shows the number of times the 6 research areas were cited by the 46 
States Parties indicating multiple research lines. Behavioural and social aspects 
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of doping account for 25% of all lines of research, followed by doping prevention 
(20%) and detection methods (18%). 

 

Table 3: Multiple lines of research in 46 States Parties 

  Total counts Share of total 
counts 

Behavioural and social aspects of doping 39 25% 
Doping prevention 32 20% 
Detection methods 29 18% 

Health consequences of doping 25 16% 
Emerging substances or methods 22 14% 

Physiological and psychological training 
programmes 10 6% 

Total 157 100% 
Reading note: Doping prevention was cited 32 times among the 46 States Parties indicating 157 lines of 
research. 
Note: Question 27.1. “What was the main area of focus?” Only the 46 States Parties selecting multiple 
answers for this question are included in this table. 

 
 
Conclusion: 
 
The role of the Secretariat is neutral in conducting the above exercise. The overall detail 
analysis purports to provide key information to all concerned parties. It may serve to guide 
corrective measures or assist public authorities to address areas requiring improvement to 
reach the goal set in the objectives of the Convention. 
The Anti-Doping Fund may also serve to support actions needed by States Parties to 
respond to the gaps and inconsistencies emphasized in the report.  
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Annex 1  List of 116 States Parties completing ADLogic by 31 May 2105 

 

Region Group I (24) 
Andorra 
Austria 
Belgium 
Canada 
Cyprus 
Denmark 
Finland 
France 
Germany 
Ireland 
Israel 
Italy 
Luxembourg 

Malta 
Monaco 
Netherlands 
Norway 
Portugal 
Spain 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
Turkey 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland 
United States of America 

Region Group II (18) 
Armenia 
Bosnia and Herzegovina 
Bulgaria 
Croatia 
Czech Republic 
Estonia 
Georgia 
Hungary 
Latvia 

Lithuania 
Montenegro 
Romania 
Russian Federation 
Serbia 
Slovakia 
Slovenia 
Ukraine 
Uzbekistan 

Region Group III (23) 
Argentina 
Barbados 
Belize 
Brazil 
Chile 
Colombia 
Costa Rica 
Cuba 
Dominica 
Dominican Republic 
Ecuador 
Grenada 

Guatemala 
Guyana 
Jamaica 
Mexico 
Nicaragua 
Peru 
Saint Lucia 
Suriname 
Trinidad and Tobago 
Uruguay 
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 
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Region Group IV (21) 
Australia 
Bhutan 
Brunei Darussalam 
China 
Democratic People's Republic of Korea 
Fiji 
Indonesia 
Japan 
Malaysia 
Micronesia (Federated States of) 
Myanmar 

New Zealand 
Pakistan 
Palau 
Philippines 
Republic of Korea 
Singapore 
Thailand 
Turkmenistan 
Vanuatu 
Viet Nam

 

Region Group Va (19) 
Botswana 
Burkina Faso 
Cameroon 
Chad 
Côte d'Ivoire 
Equatorial Guinea 
Guinea 
Kenya 
Lesotho 
Madagascar 

Mali 
Mauritius 
Nigeria 
Rwanda 
Senegal 
Seychelles 
South Africa 
Togo 
Zambia 

Region Group Vb (11) 
Algeria 
Bahrain 
Iraq 
Jordan 
Kuwait 
Oman 

Qatar 
Saudi Arabia 
Syrian Arab Republic 
Tunisia 
United Arab Emirates 
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Annex 2 Classification of States Parties per number of Olympic medals obtained 
during the Summer Games of London in 2012 

 

Less than 10 Olympic medals 
Algeria (1) 
Bahrain (1) 
Botswana (1) 
Cyprus (1) 
Grenada (1) 
Guatemala (1) 
Kuwait (1) 
Montenegro (1) 
Portugal (1) 
Saudi Arabia (1) 
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) (1) 
Bulgaria (2) 
Dominican Republic (2) 
Estonia (2) 
Indonesia (2) 
Latvia (2) 
Malaysia (2) 
Qatar (2) 
Singapore (2) 
Armenia (3) 
Belgium (3) 
Finland (3)

 

Thailand (3) 
Tunisia (3) 
Uzbekistan (3) 
Argentina (4) 
Norway (4) 
Serbia (4) 
Slovakia (4) 
Slovenia (4) 
Switzerland (4) 
Trinidad and Tobago (4) 
Ireland (5) 
Lithuania (5) 
Turkey (5) 
Croatia (6) 
Democratic People's Republic of Korea (6) 
South Africa (6) 
Georgia (7) 
Mexico (7) 
Colombia (8) 
Sweden (8) 
Denmark (9) 
Romania (9) 

 

10-19 Olympic medals 
Czech Republic (10) 
Kenya (11) 
Jamaica (12) 
New Zealand (13) 
Cuba (15) 
Brazil (17) 
Spain (17) 
Canada (18) 
Hungary (18) 

20 or more Olympic medals  
Netherlands (20) 
Ukraine (20) 
Italy (28) 
Republic of Korea (28) 
France (35)1 
Australia (35) 
Japan (38) 
Germany (44) 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland (65) 
Russian Federation (81) 
China (88) 
United States of America (103) 
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No Olympic medals 
 
Andorra 
Austria 
Barbados 
Belize 
Bhutan 
Bosnia and Herzegovina 
Brunei Darussalam 
Burkina Faso 
Cameroon 
Chad 
Chile 
Costa Rica 
Côte d'Ivoire 
Dominica 
Ecuador 
Equatorial Guinea 
Fiji 
Guinea 

Guyana 
Iraq 
Israel 
Jordan 
Lesotho 
Luxembourg 
Madagascar 
Mali 
Malta 
Mauritius 
Micronesia (Federated 
States of) 
Monaco 
Myanmar 
Nicaragua 
Nigeria 
Oman 
Pakistan 

Palau 
Peru 
Philippines 
Rwanda 
Saint Lucia 
Senegal 
Seychelles 
Suriname 
Syrian Arab Republic 
Togo 
Turkmenistan 
United Arab Emirates 
Uruguay 
Vanuatu 
Viet Nam 
Zambia

 
 
 
                                                           
1
 France’s award in June 2015 of a bronze medal for the 4 x100m relay of the London Games is included in this 

count. 
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