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The Enhanced Games, a privately funded sporting megaevent aspiring to rival
the Olympic Games, have garnered significant media attention since its public
inception in 2023. This attention has primarily been driven by the Enhanced
Games’ embrace of performance-enhancing drugs. Lost in the public fixation
on the event's green-lit drug-use, however, is the fact that the Enhanced
Games distance themselves from current Olympic standards in numerous
ways beyond drug-policies alone. More precisely, the Enhanced Games
promote themselves as a more economically and ecologically sustainable
alternative to the Olympics, as well as a megaevent that aims to put athletes
and their safety front-and-center. With an eye towards current Olympic
standards, we suggest that closer examination of the Enhanced Games offers
novel perspectives on the future of the Olympics and global sporting events
more broadly.
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Introduction

The Enhanced Games (TEG) are an attempt to establish an alternative sporting event
to traditional large-scale sporting formats — especially the Olympic Games. TEG present
themselves as a fundamentally futuristic venture, aiming to replace the sporting ideals
and traditions of an allegedly outdated Olympics with a new, techno-scientifically
infused megaevent. With a transhumanistic ambition to fully “embrace science and
technology”, the people behind TEG established the project to “push the boundaries
of human performance”, especially through the greenlighting of athletes’ use
of performance-enhancing drugs (PEDs) (1).

The media- and academic interest has concentrated on TEG’s sanctioning of PEDs,
too (2-6). At the 2024 Conference of the International Network of Doping Research,
TEG founder Aron D’Souza discussed and defended the enhancement procedures for
athletes” participating at TEG (7). During the conference, a clearer picture of TEG as
more than a PED-infused mirroring of the Olympic Games emerged. More precisely,
TEG’s sales pitch, fleshed out in large part as a critical response to the Olympic Games,
revolves not only around the controversial topic of PED accessibility, but also, in
theory, around ambitions of athlete-focus and inclusivity, as well as of ecological and
economical sustainability.

Before moving on, we stress that this perspective piece is not an endorsement of the
Enhanced Games. As sports researchers, we remain highly sceptical of the overall
project. Our primary aim here is to disentangle TEG, identifying and analysing the
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distinct features of the proposed project. Our reasons for this
disentanglement are threefold. First, as a proposed, complete
alternative to the Olympic Games, TEG as a project is in fact a
bundle of organisational ideas. Without disentanglement of the
controversial from the serviceable features, TEG will continue to
package valuable reproaches of the IOC together with potentially
harmful ideas. Second, without unscrambling the valuable from
the harmful features of TEG, the IOC are in a position to
potentially distance themselves from all of these features as
precisely a single package of ideas. This is especially applicable
should TEG fail as a project, potentially allowing the IOC to
point at this hypothetical failure as justification for dismissing all
of TEG’s distinct suggestions. Critically assessing the distinct
features of TEG, both the serviceable and the potentially harmful,
means treating them as potential lessons that might, at the very
least, allow for fresh perspectives on the future of large-scale
sporting events like the Olympics. Finally, we consider fostering
dialogue between what might be perceived as entirely opposing
ideas as a core task of the academic community. It is evident
that the Olympic Movement, despite the — on initial inspection -
success of the 2024 Paris Olympic Games, faces considerable
future challenges (8). A turn towards unconventional ideas might
contribute to finding solutions to such challenges. We thus
regard this piece as a prompt for the IOC to come out of its
echo chamber and engage with alternative perspectives, such as
those proposed by TEG.

Sustainability

Cities often go over budget when hosting the Olympics. It has
gotten to the point where the fact that the 2024 Olympic Games in
Paris came in 25% over the initial budget, with total spending just
shy of $10 billion, is treated as newsworthy and a potential source
of inspiration for future Olympic Games by major news outlets
(9-14). For comparison, some estimates put budget deviations
for the 2016 Olympic Games in Rio at over 350% (9), although
the precise deviations are contested (15).

Hosting the Olympic Games have often had considerable,
negative impact on host cities. One of the more infamous cases
is the 1976 Summer Olympics of Montreal, which placed such
considerable debt on the Canadian city, it took over 30 years to
repay it (16). A more recent example is the 2016 Olympics in
Rio, which caused the city to default as a result of debt load,
going into its gravest recession in close to a century (17). At the
heart of such Olympic budget deviations, amongst other things,
are the infrastructure projects associated with hosting the
Olympics, which were a particularly high source of expenses for
a city like Rio to construct and maintain (18).

Around the turn of 2015 the IOC released their “Olympic
Agenda 2020” (19), with the clearly stated goal of increasing the
manageability of hosting the megaevent for the host cities. A
core feature of the agenda was an increased flexibility on the side
of the host cities to rely on existing infrastructure and “the use of
temporary and demountable venues where no long-term venue
legacy need exists or can be justified” (19, 20).
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While the ambition of reducing cost, in part by prioritising
host cities with existing infrastructure, is laudable from a waste-
reduction perspective, its concrete impact remains uncertain. In
addition, an obvious worry is that this prioritising makes for an
uneven playing field between cities, and risks shutting out of the
bid cities that cannot sustainably foot the total costs associated
with the Olympic Games.

Several suggestions have been raised for mitigating the risk of
budget deviations (21-24), with the most immediately relevant
ones for our purposes relating to the current Olympic city hosting
logic. In this regard, some propose letting the same city host the
Olympic Games several times in a row (25). Other researchers,
favoring an even more centralized and stable model, suggest that
the Summer Olympics and the Winter Olympics both be hosted
at permanently set locations, rather than fluctuating between new
host cities each year or every other year (22).

One problem with an overly centralized hosting model is the
further loss of the “global village”-appeal of the Olympics:
the bringing together not just of athletes and audiences
around the world, but an anchoring of this in different cities
across the world in a celebration of global, cultural diversity.

In this context, echoing the above skepticism towards the
current system, TEG advocate a model of increased de-
centralization; one of spreading out their event across the world,
rather than picking a single host city to carry the financial
burden of the megaevent (cf. 24).

We suspect the spectacle produced by such a hosting structure,
as compared to a more stable and centralized model, resonates with
the ideals of the Olympics, putting before the global audience an
ever-changing network of cities spread across the world,
collaborating in their roles as Olympic hosts. On this model,
much of the cost of hosting would be made significantly more
cost-efficient; the distinct pieces of infrastructure needed more
readily available on a wider, global scale. Moreover, such a model
notably provides a more flexible bidding scheme and could more
readily carry standards of geographic inclusivity.

Inseparable from the economic challenges following the
current Olympic hosting logic is also its obvious environmental
impact. Not only is the Olympics, in lieu of the megaevent’s
sheer magnitude (and potential place as a role model for other
large-scale events), a significant factor when it comes to global
carbon emissions, it is also, conversely, in danger itself of
becoming non-hostable in its current format in up to 27% of
cities around the world by the end of the twenty-first century as
an immediate result of global warming (26).

Several proposals have been raised to increase the climate
viability of the Olympics, such as downsizing the event, as well
as increasing sustainability governance and thus responsibility for
hosts that fail to meet set climate goals (27). Given that the
environmental impact of the Olympics is in large part driven by
the construction of new infrastructure, as well as the carbon
footprint of tourists traveling from all over the world to the host
city (27), a more de-centralized hosting model like that of TEG
may well be an effective way of improving the ecological
sustainability of the megaevent. For one, since infrastructure
requirements would be distributed across host cities, the need to
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construct infrastructure locally could be significantly scaled back.
Moreover, the overall travel-time and cost to participate in the
Olympics would be reduced, especially if the games were hosted
with a more evenly, e.g., continent-based, host city distribution.
In this regard, a de-centralized model would further increase the
global accessibility of the Olympics for nations around the world,
providing not just a more sustainable but also a more globally
inclusive megaevent.

Athlete-centrism

Scholars, athletes” groups, and the media have in recent years
voiced considerable criticism of the IOC’s approach towards the
positioning of athletes within the structures of the global sport
system (28-31). Evidently, TEG are aware of this criticism and
have adopted a position in public communication that highlights
the apparent inequalities of the Olympic system (32). Athlete-
centrism is a key part of TEG’s marketing strategy as the needs,
rights, and achievements of athletes are centrally promoted. In
doing so, TEG build on the public criticism of traditional
institutional control mechanisms within the Olympic Movement
and instead promote individual, athlete-centred empowerment.
Since criticism of the IOC’s handling of athletes has centred
around issues of national representation and financial benefits,
we focus on these two elements.

With the exception of the Olympic Refugee Team, all athletes
participating in the Olympic Games must represent a nation and
be registered through a National Olympic Committee (NOC).
This fundamental principle of national representation has been a
core aspect of the Olympic Movement since its establishment at
the end of the nineteenth century. The Olympics’ founder Pierre
de Coubertin envisioned his sport event as a means to promote
peace amongst nations and integrated national symbols such as
flags and anthems into the ceremonial parts of the Games (33).

Several developments in recent decades have challenged the
traditional sport organizations’ adherence to the nation-concept.
In particular, globalization and migration processes have
redefined senses of belonging and created global citizens with
multiple identities. As a result, athletes are switching citizenships
and national affiliations more regularly, some competing for
different nations at different Olympic Games. Rich states are
attracting talented athletes from all over the world to represent
their colours in exchange for monetary benefits (34). Moreover,
athletes might not necessarily identify with one single nation
only, instead adopting a more fluid national identity. Today,
sport is an arena in which national ties have become of
decreasing importance and the necessity for a more flexible
approach towards nationality (35).

TEG’s focus on the rights and liberties of individual athletes
addresses this problem directly. Athletes competing at TEG
events will not represent a nation that might instrumentalize an
individual’s success. Rather, TEG argue, their approach ensures
that individual athletes’ rights are not sacrificed for national
interests. This model is grounded in a civil-rights framework that
is prominently cited in TEG’s public communication (36). In
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doing so, TEG provide a platform for the promotion of liquid
national identities in elite sport; a concept that one of the
authors has recently explored and discussed extensively (37, 38).
In addition, to this day, athletes do not receive any prize money
or direct financial benefits of the revenues generated through the
Olympic Games. This policy is rooted in the amateur history of
the Olympic Movement (39). Such restrictions come on top of
regulations in the Olympic Charter that prevent athletes from
showing their personal sponsors’ logos or other individual brand
associations. Rule 40 of the Olympic Charter had established for
decades that participants at the Olympic Games were not
permitted to connect their sporting performance with personal
advertising campaigns during the time of the event. The rule’s
primary purpose is to safeguard the exclusive rights of official
Olympic sponsors on the Olympics’ intellectual property, thus
protecting the IOC’s revenues through commercial partnerships (40).
Leading up to the 2020 Tokyo Olympic Games, the rule was
loosened, and athletes have been provided with more latitude
and more commercial opportunities (41). Non-Olympic, personal
sponsors can now advertise successes of their contracted athletes
in connection with the Olympic Games, and athletes can post
“thank you” messages on their social media accounts. However,
various requirements and rules remain in place. For example,
athletes their official
conferences nor within the sporting locations (41).

cannot mention sponsors  at press

Since Olympic athletes represent nations, their financial
rewards are arranged on a national level with vast differences
across countries and sports (42). With TEG’s focus on individual
athletes without national representation, it is evident that an
alternative system is required. TEG founder D’Souza is well
aware of the lack of central support for Olympic athletes: “The
underpayment of athletes is the core moral failing of the
Olympic movement — it is a vestige of the aristocratic sentiment
behind the outdated unpaid ‘amateur’ requirement” (43). In this
spirit, TEG provide leverage for all participating athletes as it
promises six-figure base salaries. In addition, there is prize
money of $1 million for each achieved world record.

There are stark differences in participation numbers to
consider. More than 10,000 athletes competed at the 2024
Olympic Games, whereas TEG plan to involve less than 100
athletes. However, it appears that some sport federations have
reacted to the new financial incentives promised by TEG. In
April 2024, World Athletics, the governing body of track and
field, decided to award gold medal winners at the Olympic
Games with a cash prize of $50,000 (€46.7k). This decision
represents a significant departure from IOC policy. TEG notably
claim that their plans impacted the World Athletics’ decision
(44). Whilst this is difficult to assess, at the very least, TEG’s
financial model has arguably triggered reconsiderations of the
flawed financial model within the Olympic system.

Safety

Whilst the use of PEDs has long been associated with increased
health risks, PED regulation is not without its own inherent risks
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either (45, 46). As emphasised by Henning et al. (47), PED
regulation carries with it a broader “risk environment”, ostensibly
minimizing the risks of physical harm to the athletes at the cost
of enhancing their “social, economic and political risks” in large
part through stigmatization of PED-use (48, 49). A result of such
stigmatization is precisely an environment that incentivizes PED-
use opaqueness and with potentially increased risks (47).

In addition, the current anti-doping regime controlled by the
World Anti-Doping Agency (WADA) is not without failures
either. As evidenced by the recent scandal around 23 Chinese
swimmers, WADA allegedly mishandled the case and showed
severe governance failures (50).

TEG tie a political dimension to the stigmatization of PED-use,
colouring it in language of political inclusivity and equality (51). In
this regard, with its stated ambition of de-stigmatization, TEG
seemingly aim to circumvent some of the more systematic, social
risks inherent in current anti-doping efforts, including in the
Olympic Games. TEG also commented on the Chinese case and
highlighted that its own approach to drug use in sport would
enhance sporting integrity (52).

TEG advocate for this particular brand of athletic liberation
whilst maintaining an ideal of ensuring athletes’ physical safety
even within a PED-greenlit context. While the practical and
moral plausibility of this is arguably doubtful, TEG’s concrete
strategies for protecting athletes’ physical wellbeing in PED
contexts are particularly interesting compared to current I0C-
standards. For example, TEG do not allow all substances to be
used in competition, and drugs are only allowed to be taken
under medical supervision to prevent overuse or risks due to
inherited health issues (44). Thus, TEG athletes’ health statuses
that
international doping scientists made to the IOC already fifteen

are constantly evaluated, a recommendation leading

years ago (53).

Concluding remarks

In our opinion, there are good medical, philosophical
(especially ethical) as well as practical reasons to remain highly
sceptical of TEG. Some of these include the inherent physical
risks associated with PED use, the uncertainty vis-a-vis actual
athlete recruitment, and the possible biotechnical transformation
of sports’ telos altogether stemming in large part from TEG’s
transhumanistic ideals. Moreover, a fundamental tension persists
between the project’s liberal aspirations towards individual
athletic “freedom to enhance” and its seemingly paternalistic
need to still regulate PED use close enough to label the event as
safe and supervised. Given TEG’s ambition of functioning
effectively as sports-based research grounds for technology- and
science-driven human enhancement (54), we also find the
opaqueness and potential for misuse associated with the
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collection and storage of various biomarkers from participating
athletes to be troublesome. It is, finally, important to keep in
mind that TEG plans are still not fully fledged out and remain of
a theoretical nature. A start date for the second half of 2025
has been announced, but no evidence for its realization has
been provided.

Nevertheless, key ambitions of TEG suggest that the movement
is in some areas more advanced and in touch with reality than
current Olympic standards, as well as standards of traditional
sport organizations more broadly. Our recommendations are that
the IOC, and relevant sporting organizations, consider TEG’s
athlete
payments and inclusion, as well as the rhetoric around harm

novel suggestions for sustainability, representation,

reduction as central and distinct points of interest moving forward.

Data availability statement

The original contributions presented in the study are included
in the article/Supplementary Material, further inquiries can be
directed to the corresponding author.

Author contributions

DE: Writing - original draft, Writing — review & editing. JK:
Writing - original draft, Writing - review & editing.

Funding

The author(s) declare that no financial support was received for
the research, authorship, and/or publication of this article.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the
authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the
reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or
claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed
or endorsed by the publisher.

frontiersin.org


https://doi.org/10.3389/fspor.2024.1490651
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/sports-and-active-living
https://www.frontiersin.org/

Ekdahl and Krieger

References

1. Home - Enhanced Games. Available online at: https://enhanced.org/ (cited
September 3, 2024).

2. Devine JW. The Conversation. (2023) The Enhanced Games: letting athletes use
drugs could lead to worse problems than cheating. Available online at: https://
theconversation.com/the-enhanced-games-letting-athletes-use-drugs-could-lead-to-
worse-problems-than-cheating-209349 (cited September 3, 2024).

3. Australian man plans Enhanced Games for doping athletes | AP News. Available
online at: https://apnews.com/article/australia-olympics-enhanced-games-doping-
24462bcf8f1f97125a8234bea57231f3 (cited September 3, 2024).

4. Enhanced Games: Event for doped athletes backed by group who want to ‘cheat
death’ - The Athletic. Available online at: https://www.nytimes.com/athletic/5352315/
2024/03/22/enhanced-games-doping-steroids-criticism/ (cited September 3, 2024).

5. A doping free-for-all Enhanced Games calls itself the answer to doping in sports.
Opponents say it poses a danger to health | CNN. Available online at: https://edition.
cnn.com/2023/10/30/sport/enhanced-games-olympics-doping-spt-intl/index.html
(cited September 3, 2024).

6. Richardson A. The enhanced games or enhancing harm? Perform Enhanc Health.
(2024) 12(3):100285. doi: 10.1016/j.peh.2024.100285

7. INDR Conference. Available online at: https://ph.au.dk/indr/indr-conference
(cited September 3, 2024).

8. Nicoliello M. The new agenda 2020+5 and the future challenges for the Olympic
movement. Athens J Sports. (2021) 8(2):121-40. doi: 10.30958/ajspo.8-2-2

9. Why the Paris Olympics cost so much less than in Rio, London or Tokyo.
Available online at: https://www.cnbc.com/2024/07/25/why-the-paris-olympics-cost-
so-much-little.html (cited September 3, 2024).

10. Even as Olympic costs climb, France says they are quite cheap. Available online
at:  https://www.france24.com/en/live-news/20240416-even-as-olympic-costs-climb-
france-says-they-are-quite-cheap (cited September 3, 2024).

11. Paris’ lean Olympics won’t blow any budgets, credit rating firm S&P says |
Reuters. Available online at: https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/paris-lean-
olympics-wont-blow-any-budgets-credit-rating-firm-sp-says-2024-03-11/ (cited
September 3, 2024).

12. 2024 Paris Games: Can The Olympics Finally Claim Financial Victory? (Part 1) |
Global Finance Magazine. Available online at: https://gfmag.com/economics-policy-
regulation/2024-paris-games-olympics-finances-part-1/ (cited September 3, 2024).

13. Paris post-Olympics: A financial triumph or time to sing the blues? | Euronews.
Available online at: https://www.euronews.com/business/2024/08/01/paris-post-
olympics-a-financial-triumph-or-time-to-sing-the-blues (cited September 3, 2024).

14. Olympic costs can crush host cities. Paris 2024 vowed cheaper Games. - The
Washington Post. Available online at: https://www.washingtonpost.com/sports/
olympics/2024/07/23/paris-olympics-2024-cost-budget/ (cited September 3, 2024).

15. Preuss H. Re-analysis, measurement and misperceptions of cost overruns at
Olympic games. Int J Sport Policy Polit. (2022) 14(3):381-400. doi: 10.1080/
19406940.2022.2037685

16. Montreal 1976: The Economics of Montreal 1976. Available online at: https://
olympics.com/ioc/news/the-economics-of-montreal-1976 (cited September 3, 2024).

17. Five years on, Rio de Janeiro chases elusive Olympics legacy | AP News.
Available online at: https://apnews.com/article/business-lifestyle-sports-caribbean-
rio-de-janeiro-cee3cab68e868aleedd5cale8750fa73 (cited September 3, 2024).

18. The economic dimension of the Olympic Games/Holger Preuss - Olympic
World Library. Available online at: https://library.olympics.com/Default/doc/
SYRACUSE/209072/the-economic-dimension-of-the-olympic-games-holger-preuss?
_lg=en-GB (cited September 3, 2024).

19. Committee IO. Olympic Agenda 2020-2015 action plan (2015).

20. Committee I0. Olympic Games: The New Norm (2018). Available online at:
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2018/02/
2018-02-06-Olympic-Games-the-New-Norm-Report.pdf (cited September 03, 2024).

21. Flyvbjerg B, Budzier A, Lunn D. Regression to the tail: why the olympics blow
up. Environ Plan A Econ Space. (2021) 53(2):233-60. doi: 10.1177/0308518X20958724

22. Zimbalist A. Circus Maximus: The Economic Gamble Behind Hosting the
Olympics and the World Cup. N.W. Washington, DC: Brookings Institution Press
(2015). doi: 10.7864/j.ctt1287brp

23. Taleb NN, Sandis C, Elster J, Huberman G, Douady R, Chambliss Johnson D,
et al. The skin in the game heuristic for protection against tail events. Rev Behav
Econ. (2014) 1(1-2):115-35. doi: 10.1561/105.00000006

24. Six Steps to Better Olympic Games | by Bent Flyvbjerg | Medium. Available
online at:  https://bentflyvbjerg.medium.com/six-steps-to-better-olympic-games-
f40ccca60987 (cited September 3, 2024).

25. Short JR. Hosting the Olympic Games: The Real Costs for Cities. 1st ed.
Milton Park, Abingdon-on-Thames, Oxfordshire: Routledge (2020). https://www.
routledge.com/Hosting-the-Olympic-Games-The-Real-Costs-for-Cities/Short/p/book/
9780367670474 (cited September 3, 2024).

Frontiers in Sports and Active Living

10.3389/fspor.2024.1490651

26. Oyama T, Takakura J, Fujii M, Nakajima K, Hijioka Y. Feasibility of the Olympic
marathon under climatic and socioeconomic change. Sci Rep. (2022) 12(1):4010.
doi: 10.1038/s41598-022-07934-6

27. Miiller M, Wolfe SD, Gaffney C, Gogishvili D, Hug M, Leick A. An evaluation of
the sustainability of the Olympic games. Nat Sustain. (2021) 4(4):340-8. doi: 10.1038/
$41893-021-00696-5

28. Donnelly P. What if the players controlled the game? Dealing with the
consequences of the crisis of governance in sports. Eur J Sport Soc. (2015) 12
(1):11-30. doi: 10.1080/16138171.2015.11687954

29. Global Athlete. Available online at: https://www.globalathlete.org/ (cited
September 3, 2024).

30. Krieger J. The missing involvement of athletes in the governance of international
athletics: a historical perspective. ] Olympic Stud. (2020) 1(2):93-114. doi: 10.5406/
jofolympstud.1.2.0093

31. Responses to athlete survey paint worrying picture for sport. Available online at:
https://www.insidethegames.biz/articles/1091144/athlete-survey-blog (cited September
3, 2024).

32. On Campus - Enhanced Games. A Better Version of the Olympic Games. Available
online at: https://enhanced.org/on-campus/index.html (cited September 3, 2024).

33. Spaaij R. Olympic Rings of peace? The Olympic movement, peacemaking and
intercultural understanding. Sport Soc. (2012) 15(6):761-74. doi: 10.1080/17430437.
2012.708279

34. Jansen ], Oonk G, Engbersen G. Nationality swapping in the Olympic field:
towards the marketization of citizenship? Citizensh Stud. (2018) 22(5):523-39.
doi: 10.1080/13621025.2018.1477921

35. Torwerth H, Hardman A, Jones CR. Nation, state and identity in international
sport. Nat Identities. (2014) 16(4):327-47. doi: 10.1080/14608944.2014.897316

36. Inclusive Language - Enhanced Games. A Better Version of the Olympic Games.
Available online at: https:/enhanced.org/inclusive-language/index.html (cited September
3, 2024).

37. An Olympics without flags - a road to innovation? Available online at: https://
www.playthegame.org/news/an-olympics-without-flags-a-road-to-innovation/  (cited
September 3, 2024).

38. Krieger J. National Symbols at the Olympic Games: An Olympics Without Flags.
Milton Park, Abingdon-on-Thames, Oxfordshire: Routledge (In Press).

39. Llewellyn MP, Gleaves J. The Rise and Fall of Olympic Amateurism. Champaign,
Illinois: University of Illinois Press (2016).

40. Seltmann M. Disrupting institutional reproduction? How Olympic athletes
challenge the stability of the Olympic movement: institutionen im wandel? Wie
olympische athlet*innen die olympische bewegung destabilisieren. Sport Gesellschaft.
(2021) 18(1):9-37. doi: 10.1515/sug-2021-0002

41. International Olympic Committee. Commercial Opportunities for Participants
During The Olympic Games Paris 2024 (2024). Available onlie at: https://www.
igfgolf.org/pdf/paris-2024/paris-2024-commercial-opportunities-for-athletes.pdf
(cited September 03, 2024)

42. Wicker P, Breuer C, von Hanau T. Understanding the income determinants of
German elite athletes in non-professionalised sports. Int J Sport Manag Mark. (2012)
11(1-2):26-43. doi: 10.1504/IJ]SMM.2012.045486

43. Performance-drug Enhanced Games to launch in 2024, pay athletes. Available
online at: https://nypost.com/2023/08/02/performance-drug-enhanced-games-to-
launch-in-2024-pay-athletes/ (cited September 3, 2024).

44. D’Souza A. The enhanced games. INDR Conference 2024: Pushing Boundaries in
Enhancement; Aarhus (2024).

45. Moller V. The Ethics of Doping and Anti-Doping: Redeeming the Soul of Sport?
Milton Park, Abingdon-on-Thames, Oxfordshire: Routledge (2009). p. 174. Available
online at: https://books.google.dk/books?id=njd6AgAAQBA]

46. Goh CL. The challenge of regulating doping and non-doping ‘performance-
enhancing strategies’ in elite sports. Int Sports Law J]. (2021) 21(1):47-61. doi: 10.
1007/5s40318-021-00183-1

47. Henning A, McLean K, Andreasson ], Dimeo P. Risk and enabling environments
in sport: systematic doping as harm reduction. Int ] Drug Policy. (2021) 91:102897.
doi: 10.1016/}.drugpo.2020.102897

48. McVeigh J, Bates G. Stigma and the use of anabolic androgenic steroids by men in
the United Kingdom. In: Addison M, McGovern W, McGovern R, editors. Drugs, Identity
and Stigma. London: Palgrave MacMillan (2022) p. 121-46. Available online at: https://
researchportal bath.ac.uk/en/publications/stigma-and-the-use-of-anabolic-androgenic-
steroids-by-men-in-the- (cited September 3, 2024).

49. Cox L, Piatkowski T, McVeigh J. “I would never go to the doctor and speak
about steroids™: anabolic androgenic steroids, stigma and harm. Drugs Educ Prev
Policy. (2024). doi: 10.1080/09687637.2024.2373056

50. The recent doping scandal in China - a failure of governance, the failure of
sport? | idrottsforum.org. Available online at: https:/idrottsforum.org/feature-
henningkrieger240429/ (cited September 3, 2024).

frontiersin.org


https://enhanced.org/
https://theconversation.com/the-enhanced-games-letting-athletes-use-drugs-could-lead-to-worse-problems-than-cheating-209349
https://theconversation.com/the-enhanced-games-letting-athletes-use-drugs-could-lead-to-worse-problems-than-cheating-209349
https://theconversation.com/the-enhanced-games-letting-athletes-use-drugs-could-lead-to-worse-problems-than-cheating-209349
https://apnews.com/article/australia-olympics-enhanced-games-doping-24462bcf8f1f97125a8234bea5723ff3
https://apnews.com/article/australia-olympics-enhanced-games-doping-24462bcf8f1f97125a8234bea5723ff3
https://www.nytimes.com/athletic/5352315/2024/03/22/enhanced-games-doping-steroids-criticism/
https://www.nytimes.com/athletic/5352315/2024/03/22/enhanced-games-doping-steroids-criticism/
https://edition.cnn.com/2023/10/30/sport/enhanced-games-olympics-doping-spt-intl/index.html
https://edition.cnn.com/2023/10/30/sport/enhanced-games-olympics-doping-spt-intl/index.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.peh.2024.100285
https://ph.au.dk/indr/indr-conference
https://doi.org/10.30958/ajspo.8-2-2
https://www.cnbc.com/2024/07/25/why-the-paris-olympics-cost-so-much-little.html
https://www.cnbc.com/2024/07/25/why-the-paris-olympics-cost-so-much-little.html
https://www.france24.com/en/live-news/20240416-even-as-olympic-costs-climb-france-says-they-are-quite-cheap
https://www.france24.com/en/live-news/20240416-even-as-olympic-costs-climb-france-says-they-are-quite-cheap
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/paris-lean-olympics-wont-blow-any-budgets-credit-rating-firm-sp-says-2024-03-11/
https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/paris-lean-olympics-wont-blow-any-budgets-credit-rating-firm-sp-says-2024-03-11/
https://gfmag.com/economics-policy-regulation/2024-paris-games-olympics-finances-part-1/
https://gfmag.com/economics-policy-regulation/2024-paris-games-olympics-finances-part-1/
https://www.euronews.com/business/2024/08/01/paris-post-olympics-a-financial-triumph-or-time-to-sing-the-blues
https://www.euronews.com/business/2024/08/01/paris-post-olympics-a-financial-triumph-or-time-to-sing-the-blues
https://www.washingtonpost.com/sports/olympics/2024/07/23/paris-olympics-2024-cost-budget/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/sports/olympics/2024/07/23/paris-olympics-2024-cost-budget/
https://doi.org/10.1080/19406940.2022.2037685
https://doi.org/10.1080/19406940.2022.2037685
https://olympics.com/ioc/news/the-economics-of-montreal-1976
https://olympics.com/ioc/news/the-economics-of-montreal-1976
https://apnews.com/article/business-lifestyle-sports-caribbean-rio-de-janeiro-cee3cab68e868a1eedd5ca1e8750fa73
https://apnews.com/article/business-lifestyle-sports-caribbean-rio-de-janeiro-cee3cab68e868a1eedd5ca1e8750fa73
https://library.olympics.com/Default/doc/SYRACUSE/209072/the-economic-dimension-of-the-olympic-games-holger-preuss?_lg=en-GB
https://library.olympics.com/Default/doc/SYRACUSE/209072/the-economic-dimension-of-the-olympic-games-holger-preuss?_lg=en-GB
https://library.olympics.com/Default/doc/SYRACUSE/209072/the-economic-dimension-of-the-olympic-games-holger-preuss?_lg=en-GB
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2018/02/2018-02-06-Olympic-Games-the-New-Norm-Report.pdf
https://stillmed.olympic.org/media/Document%20Library/OlympicOrg/News/2018/02/2018-02-06-Olympic-Games-the-New-Norm-Report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X20958724
https://doi.org/10.7864/j.ctt1287brp
https://doi.org/10.1561/105.00000006
https://bentflyvbjerg.medium.com/six-steps-to-better-olympic-games-f40ccca60987
https://bentflyvbjerg.medium.com/six-steps-to-better-olympic-games-f40ccca60987
https://www.routledge.com/Hosting-the-Olympic-Games-The-Real-Costs-for-Cities/Short/p/book/9780367670474
https://www.routledge.com/Hosting-the-Olympic-Games-The-Real-Costs-for-Cities/Short/p/book/9780367670474
https://www.routledge.com/Hosting-the-Olympic-Games-The-Real-Costs-for-Cities/Short/p/book/9780367670474
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-07934-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-021-00696-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-021-00696-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/16138171.2015.11687954
https://www.globalathlete.org/
https://doi.org/10.5406/jofolympstud.1.2.0093
https://doi.org/10.5406/jofolympstud.1.2.0093
https://www.insidethegames.biz/articles/1091144/athlete-survey-blog
https://enhanced.org/on-campus/index.html
https://doi.org/10.1080/17430437.2012.708279
https://doi.org/10.1080/17430437.2012.708279
https://doi.org/10.1080/13621025.2018.1477921
https://doi.org/10.1080/14608944.2014.897316
https://enhanced.org/inclusive-language/index.html
https://www.playthegame.org/news/an-olympics-without-flags-a-road-to-innovation/
https://www.playthegame.org/news/an-olympics-without-flags-a-road-to-innovation/
https://doi.org/10.1515/sug-2021-0002
https://www.igfgolf.org/pdf/paris-2024/paris-2024-commercial-opportunities-for-athletes.pdf
https://www.igfgolf.org/pdf/paris-2024/paris-2024-commercial-opportunities-for-athletes.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1504/IJSMM.2012.045486
https://nypost.com/2023/08/02/performance-drug-enhanced-games-to-launch-in-2024-pay-athletes/
https://nypost.com/2023/08/02/performance-drug-enhanced-games-to-launch-in-2024-pay-athletes/
https://books.google.dk/books?id=njd6AgAAQBAJ
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40318-021-00183-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40318-021-00183-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2020.102897
https://researchportal.bath.ac.uk/en/publications/stigma-and-the-use-of-anabolic-androgenic-steroids-by-men-in-the-
https://researchportal.bath.ac.uk/en/publications/stigma-and-the-use-of-anabolic-androgenic-steroids-by-men-in-the-
https://researchportal.bath.ac.uk/en/publications/stigma-and-the-use-of-anabolic-androgenic-steroids-by-men-in-the-
https://doi.org/10.1080/09687637.2024.2373056
https://idrottsforum.org/feature-henningkrieger240429/
https://idrottsforum.org/feature-henningkrieger240429/
https://doi.org/10.3389/fspor.2024.1490651
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/sports-and-active-living
https://www.frontiersin.org/

Ekdahl and Krieger

51. Inclusive Language - Enhanced Games. A Better Version of the Olympic Games.
Available online at: https://www.enhanced.org/inclusive-language/index.html (cited
September 3, 2024).

52. A New Horizon for Athletes: Enhanced Games Call for Reform
Amidst WADA’s Crisis of Trust - Enhanced Games. Available online
at: https://www.enhanced.org/index.html%3Fp=8330.html (cited September 3,
2024).

Frontiers in Sports and Active Living

06

10.3389/fspor.2024.1490651

53. Ljungqvist A, Jenoure P, Engebretsen L, Alonso JM, Bahr R, Clough A, et al. The
international Olympic committee (IOC) consensus statement on periodic health
evaluation of elite athletes march 2009. Br J Sports Med. (2009) 43(9):631-43.
doi: 10.1136/bjsm.2009.064394

54. #406 Enhanced games-Fitness M/K - Apple Podcasts. Available
online at: https://podcasts.apple.com/dk/podcast/406-enhanced-games/id1486013238?
i=1000662091595 (cited September 3, 2024).

frontiersin.org


https://www.enhanced.org/inclusive-language/index.html
https://www.enhanced.org/index.html%3Fp=8330.html
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsm.2009.064394
https://podcasts.apple.com/dk/podcast/406-enhanced-games/id1486013238?i=1000662091595
https://podcasts.apple.com/dk/podcast/406-enhanced-games/id1486013238?i=1000662091595
https://doi.org/10.3389/fspor.2024.1490651
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/sports-and-active-living
https://www.frontiersin.org/

	The Enhanced Games: a timely injection for the International Olympic Committee
	Introduction
	Sustainability
	Athlete-centrism
	Safety
	Concluding remarks
	Data availability statement
	Author contributions
	Funding
	Conflict of interest
	Publisher's note
	References


