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Is it seminal or a landmark study?
The paper is a seminal research study. This is because it provides new insights regarding the treatment of pain in patients who have a history of opioid addiction and what nurses should do when faced with the challenge of having to treat patients with a risk of OUD or a history of drug misuse. 
Is it a secondary or primary source?
This article is a secondary source because it evaluates some of the primary sources, interprets, evaluates, and summarizes them. Many studies have been made regarding treating pain by use of opioids. The article analyzes sources that have done research on treatment of opioid addiction. 
Is it peer-reviewed?
The paper is peer-reviewed because it has been passed through scrutiny and review before its publication in the Journal of Trauma, by Wolters Kluwer. 
Level of evidence
The level of evidence in the paper is at II because of the systematic review of the paper. The research employs more that one source in coming up with recommendations regarding the treatment of acute pain. 
Purpose of Research
[bookmark: _GoBack]The paper bases its existence on the overdose of patients who use prescriptions or even heroin as noted by the CDC. Opioid use disorder (OUD) is a risk that patients with a history of using opioids to treat pain are risking. The purpose of the paper, therefore, is to tackle the challenge of having to treat acute pain without causing the patients to become addicted. Additionally, the paper comes up with suggestive ways that can aid in controlling opioid use in patients with different pain levels. Also, the paper is meant to give an insight on the way forward when a patient is found to have a risk of OUD.
Is the paper clear?
Looking at the research process, the title of the paper is clear because the author's purpose is to shade a light on the abuse of Opioid drugs in the treatment of acute pain. The abstract of the paper is clear and on point. The basis of the paper is on the previous attempts of CDC to put forward plans and guidelines on how to treat acute pain. The abstract makes it clear how the paper is going to use resources in coming up with ways to treat pain which is, “given a tolerant opioid-dependent patient” (Dever, 2017). 
Can the sections be located plainly?
The structure of the paper makes it easy for a reader to locate different parts of the study. Denver's choice to start with an abstract, the definition of the topic, the purpose of the paper, sources used in the paper, discharge, and recommendations is clear and concise. However, since the paper is a secondary source, the abstract should have been lengthier in order to show the previous impacts of research on the topic at hand. That done, the topic subheading would not be necessary.
Relevant terms
 Nevertheless, the author defines relevant terms that aid in analyzing previous works on the topic at hand. Terms are also differentiated in the paper by definition and applications. For instance, Denver offers the difference between "acute" and "chronic" pain. 
Conclusion
In conclusion, the paper is clear, concise, and by just skimming through, the reader is able to identify the abstract, purpose of the paper, recommendations, and conclusion. However, the discussion section of the paper cannot be plainly identified. Instead, the author talks about the sources used in the paper and at the same time discusses them which makes it hard to trace the discussion parts. 

