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Skin and Soft Tissue Substitutes  

LOB(s): 

 Commercial  

  Medicare    

 State(s):  

 Idaho       Montana   Oregon    Washington    Other: 

 Medicaid       Oregon    Washington    

Enterprise Policy 

PacificSource is committed to assessing and applying current regulatory standards, widely-used treatment guidelines, and 
evidenced-based clinical literature when developing clinical criteria for coverage determination. Each policy contains a list of 
sources (references) that serves as the summary of evidence used in the development and adoption of the criteria. The 
evidence was considered to ensure the criteria provide clinical benefits that promote patient safety and/or access to 
appropriate care. Each clinical policy is reviewed, updated as needed, and readopted, at least annually, to reflect changes in 
regulation, new evidence, and advancements in healthcare. 

Clinical Guidelines are written when necessary to provide guidance to providers and members in order to outline and clarify 
coverage criteria in accordance with the terms of the Member’s policy. This Clinical Guideline only applies to PacificSource 
Health Plans PacificSource Community Health Plans, and PacificSource Community Solutions, in Idaho, Montana, Oregon, 
and Washington. Because of the changing nature of medicine, this list is subject to revision and update without notice. This 
document is designed for informational purposes only and is not an authorization or contract. Coverage determinations are 
made on a case-by-case basis and subject to the terms, conditions, limitations, and exclusions of the Member’s policy. 
Member policies differ in benefits and to the extent a conflict exists between the Clinical Guideline and the Member’s policy, 

the Member’s policy language shall control. Clinical Guidelines do not constitute medical advice nor guarantee coverage. 

Background 

Skin and soft tissue substitutes are biologic, synthetic, or biosynthetic materials that may be used 

temporarily or permanently, eventually replacing damaged skin. Skin substitutes may be used to treat 

burns, chronic ulcers, or wounds. They may provide temporary coverage of wounds to facilitate healing, 

help reduce incidence of contracture or infection, either eliminate the need for grafting or as a bridge 

until the wound is ready for grafting.  

Skin consists of two main layers, the dermis, and the epidermis. The epidermis is the outer, thinner 

layer of skin consisting of layers of stratified squamous epithelium. The epidermis has minimal blood 

vessels and nerve endings. The dermis is a dense connective tissue layer which lies beneath the 

epidermis. It is comprised of collagenous fibers, blood vessels, lymph channels, nerves, sebaceous 

glands, sweat glands and hair follicles. 

Wounds may be described as partial-thickness or full-thickness. 

Partial thickness wounds have damage to the epidermis and a portion of the dermis. Partial-thickness 

wounds may heal spontaneously if kept clean and protected; however, contractures formed by scar 

tissue may result. 

Full-thickness wounds have damage that extends through both the dermis and the epidermis. Full-

thickness wounds usually require excision followed by split-thickness grafts of varying thickness. Split-
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thickness grafts contain only small portions of dermis which is why skin substitutes may be elected for 

the treatment of larger surface area burns.  

Deep partial thickness – These burns extend into the deeper dermis and are characteristically 

different from superficial partial-thickness burns. Deep burns damage hair follicles and glandular tissue. 

They are painful to pressure only, almost always blister (easily unroofed), are wet or waxy dry, and 

have variable mottled colorization from patchy cheesy white to red. 

Skin and soft tissue substitutes may also be used for repair, reconstruction, and reinforce; tendons, 

cardiac applications, traumatic injuries, and other surgical procedures. 

• DuraSeal is considered integral to dural repair during spinal surgery and is not separately 

reimbursed. 

• Tisseel is considered integral to the surgery and is not separately reimbursed. 

• TissueMend is considered integral to the surgery and not separately reimbursed for the 

repair or reinforcement of soft tissues repaired by sutures or suture anchors during tendon 

repair surgery, including reinforcement of the rotator cuff, patellar, Achilles, biceps, 

quadriceps, or other tendons.  

Criteria 

Commercial 

Prior authorization is required 

I. Skin Substitutes for Breast Reconstruction Surgery 

PacificSource considers the following products to be medically necessary when used in an approved 

breast reconstruction surgery: 

A.  AlloDerm  

B.  DermACELL  

II. Skin Substitutes for Full Thickness or Deep Partial Thickness Burns 

PacificSource considers Integra Bilayer Matrix Wound Dressing, Integra Dermal Regeneration 

Template, and Integra Matrix to be medically necessary for the post excisional treatment of full-

thickness or deep partial-thickness burns when EITHER of the following criteria is met: 

A. There is a limited amount of the patient’s own skin to use for autografts  

B. The member is too ill for autografting 

III. Skin Substitutes for Diabetic Plantar Surface Foot Ulcers 

PacificSource considers the use of Dermagraft to be medically necessary for treatment of diabetic 

plantar surface foot ulcers when ALL of the following criteria is met: 

A. The plantar surface ulcer has been present more than 3 weeks 

B. The ulcer has failed to respond to standard therapy (e.g., moist-wound therapy with alginates, 

foams, hydrocolloids, or hydrogels) 

C. There is no tendon, muscle, capsule, or bone exposed in ulcer 

IV. Skin Substitutes for Venous Stasis Leg Ulcers and Diabetic Foot Ulcers: 
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PacificSource considers the use of Apligraf or the sheet form of EpiFix medically necessary for the 

treatment of venous stasis leg ulcers when ALL of the following criteria is met: 

A. The venous stasis ulcer has been present for more than one month 

B. The ulcer is not infected 

C. The ulcer has failed to respond to conservative treatment prior to Apligraf or EpiFix application 

(e.g., compression dressings, Unna boot) 

PacificSource considers the use of Apligraf or the sheet form of EpiFix medically necessary for the 

treatment of diabetic foot ulcers when ALL of the following criteria is met: 

A. The diabetic foot ulcer is full thickness 

B. The ulcer has been present more than 3 weeks 

C. The ulcer has failed to respond to standard therapy (e.g., moist-wound therapy with alginates, 

foams, hydrocolloids, or hydrogels) 

D. There is no tendon, muscle, capsule, or bone exposed in the ulcer bed 

Medicaid 

PacificSource Community Solutions (PCS) follows Guideline Note 163 of the Oregon Health Plan 

(OHP) Prioritized List of Health Services for coverage of Skin and Soft Tissue Substitutes.  

PacificSource Community Solutions (PCS) follows Guideline Note 172 of the Oregon Health Plan 

(OHP) Prioritized List of Health Services for coverage of the associated CPT code 15777 to have 

unclear benefits versus other effective therapies; increased risk of adverse events. Able to approve 

code 15777 as an exception with breast reconstruction. 

Medicare  

PacificSource Medicare follows CMS guidelines and criteria. In the absence of CMS guidelines and 

criteria, PacificSource Medicare will follow internal policy for determination of coverage and medical 

necessity. 

Experimental/ Investigational/Unproven 

PacificSource considers the use of AlloDerm and DermACELL to be to be experimental, investigational, 

or unproven for all other indications. 

PacificSource considers the use of Integra Bilayer Matrix Wound Dressing, Integra Dermal 

Regeneration Template, and Integra Matrix to be to be experimental, investigational, or unproven for all 

other indications. 

PacificSource considers the use of Dermagraft to be to be experimental, investigational, or unproven 

for all other indications. 

PacificSource considers the use of Apligraf and EpiFix to be to be experimental, investigational, or 

unproven for all other indications. 

PacificSource considers all New skin substitutes products to be experimental, investigational, or 

unproven until approved by PacificSource for specific indications listed in this policy.  
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The following skin substitutes are considered to be experimental, investigational, or unproven for any 

indication: 

• ACM Surgical Collagen 

• ACM Surgical Extra Advanced Collagen 

• ACM Surgical Extra Advanced Collagen Powder 

• ActiGraft 

• AC5 Advanced Wound System (AC5) 

• Adherus Dural Sealant 

• Affinity Human Amniotic Allograft 

• AlloAid amniotic liquid / amniotic patch 

• AlloGen 

• AlloGen Liquid 

• AlloMax 

• AlloSkin AC Acellular Dermal Matrix 

• Alloskin RT 

• AlloWrap 

• AlphaGems amniotic tissue allograft 

• AltiPlast 

• AltiPly 

• Ambio Choice amniotic membrane 

• Amnioamp-mp 

• AmnioArmor 

• AmnioCare 

• AmnioCord 

• AmnioCyte Plus 

• AmnioExCel 

• AmnioFill Human Placental Tissue Allograft 

• AmnioFix Amnion/Chorion Membrane Allograft 

• Amnio FRT 
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• AmnioGenix 

• AmnioHeal amniotic membrane 

• Amniomatrix Human Amniotic Suspension Allograft 

• Amnio-Maxx or Amnio-Maxx Lite 

• AmnioMTM 

• Amnion allograft ASG 

• Amnion Bio 

• Amniorepair 

• Amnios' acellular liquid amnion 

• AmnioShield 

• AmnioStrip 

• Amniotext (suspenion or patch) 

• Amnio Wound 

• AmnioWrap2 

• Amniotic fluid injection  

• Amniotic Membrane Allograft (e.g., Axolotl Ambient, Axolotl Cryo, Axolotl Dual Graft, Axolotl Graft, Cygnus, Cygnus Matrix, AmnioWrap 2, Dermacyte) 

• Amniox (human embryonic membrane) 

• Amniply 

• AmnyoFactor 

• AmnyoFluid 

• Apis 

• Apligraf for necrotizing lesions 

• Architect ECM 

• Architect PX 

• Artacent Cord 

• Artacent Wound 

• Artelon (poly[urethane urea] elastomer)  

• Arthres GraftRope  
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• Arthrex Amnion matrix 

• Arthrex Amnion viscous 

• Arthroflex (FlexGraft) 

• Ascent (injectable derived from human amniotic fluid) 

• Autologous blood-derived products (e.g., autologous platelet-rich plasma, autologous platelet gel,  

and autologous platelet-derived growth factors (e.g., Autologel, Procuren, SafeBlood) 

• Autologous fat for the treatment of scars 

• Avotermin  

• AxoBioMembrane 

• Axolotl Ambient 

• Axolotl Cryo 

• Axolotl DualGraft 

• Axolotl Graft 

• BellaCell HD 

• Biobrane/Biobrane-L 

• BioDexcel 

• Biodesign® Surgisis® AFP™ Anal Fistula Plug, GORE BIO-A® Fistula Plug and SIS Fistula Plug 

• BioDfactor Viable Tissue Matrix 

• BioDfence human amniotic allograft 

• BioDfence Dryflex 

• BioDmatrix 

• BioDOptix 

• BioDRestore Elemental Tissue Matrix 

• Bio-ConneKt 

• BioFix Amniotic Membrane Allograft 

• BioFix Flow Placental Tissue Matrix Allograft 

• Bioinductive implant Regeneten 

• Bionect 
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• BioSkin Flow 

• Biostat Biologx fibrin sealant  

• Biotape reinforcement matrix  

• Biovance Amniotic Membrane Allograft 

• BioWound Membrane 

• BioWound Plus Membrane 

• BioWound XPlus Membrane 

• CarePATCH 

• Celera Dual Membrane 

• Celera Dual Layer 

• CellECT (human amnion and amniotic fluid allograft) 

• CellerateRX 

• Cellesta Cord 

• Cellesta Duo 

• Cellesta Flowable Amnion 

• Cellgenuity amniotic fluid 

• Clarix 100 

• Clarix Cord 1K 

• Clarix Flo 

• Clarix Regenerative Matrix 

• Cocoon Membrane 

• Cogenex amniotic membrane 

• Cogenex Flowable Amnion 

• CollaFix 

• Colla-Pad 

• CollaSorb collagen dressing 

• CollaWound collagen sponge 

• Coll-e-Derm 
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• Collexa 

• Complete FT 

• Complete SL 

• Conexa reconstructive tissue matrix 

• Cook Medical anal fistula plug 

• CoreCyte 

• CoreText 

• CorMatrix ECM Patch  

• Corplex or Corplex P 

• Cortiva Allograft Dermis  

• C-QUR biosynthetic mesh 

• CRXa 

• Cryo-Cord 

• CryoText 

• CYGNUS Amnion Patch Allografts 

• CYGNUS Matrix 

• Cymetra injectable allograft  

• Cytal Burn Matrix 

• Cytal Multilayer Wound Matrix 

• Cytal Wound Matrix 

• Dehydrated human amniotic membrane allograft (e.g., AmnioPro, BioFix and FlowerPatch) 

• DermaBind 

• DermaClose RC continuous external tissue expander  

• Dermacyte 

• Derma-Gide 

• DermaMatrix (formerly InteXen) Porcine Dermal Matrix  

• DermaPure 

• DermaSpan Acellular Dermal Matrix 
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• Dermavest Human Placental Connective Tissue Matrix 

• Derm-Maxx 

• Dermis on Demand (DOD) allografts 

• DryFlex (human amnion allograft)  

• Dual Layer Impax Membrane 

• DuraGen Plus dural regeneration matrix  

• Dura-Guard (Dural Repair Patch) 

• DuraMatrix 

• Durepair Regeneration Matrix 

• Endoform Dermal Template 

• ENDURAGen 

• Enverse 

• TransCu O2 (E02 Concepts, San Antonio, TX) continuous diffusion of oxygen (CDO) therapy  

• EpiBurn 

• Epicel 

• Epicord 

• Epidex 

• EPIFLO transdermal continuous oxygen therapy  

• Equine-derived decellularized collagen products (e.g., OrthADAPT, Unite, and Unite Biomatrix) 

• EZ Derm  

• Evicel fibrin sealant  

• Excellagen 

• FlexHD acellular dermal matrix 

• FloGraft Amniotic Fluid-Derived Allograft 

• FlowerDerm 

• FlowerFlo (FlowerAmnioFlo) 

• FlowerPatch (FlowerAMINOPatch) 

• Fluid Flow 
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• Fluid GF 

• Fortaderm 

• Fortaderm Antimicrobial 

• Fortiva Porcine Dermis 

• GalaFLEX Mesh 

• Gammagraft skin substitute 

• Genesis Amniotic Membrane 

• GORE BIO-A Fistula Plug 

• Grafix -preserved placental membrane 

• GraftJacket / Xpress injectable allograft  

• Guardian 

• Helicoll 

• Human Health Factor 10 Amniotic Patch (HHF10-P) 

• Hyalomatrix (hMatrix ADM) Tissue Reconstruction Matrix 

• HydroFix 

• Inforce 

• InnovaMatrix AC, InnovaMatrix FS 

• InteguPly 

• Interfyl Human Connective Tissue Matrix 

• Jacob's Ladder external closure device  

• Keramatrix 

• Kerasorb Wound Matrix 

• Kerecis (Mirragen wound matrix3) 

• Keroxx Flowable Wound Matrix 

• LiquidGen 

• Lyoplant 

• Matriderm 

• Matrion 
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• MatriStem Burn Matrix 

• MatriStem Micro Matrix 

• MatriStem UBM (Urinary Bladder Matrix) 

• MatriStem Wound Matrix 

• Matrix HD Allograft 

• Matrix PSM 

• MediHoney 

• Mediskin 

• Medeor 

• Membrane Graft 

• Membrane Wrap-Hydro 

• MemoDerm 

• Meso BioMatrix 

• MiAmnion for the treatment of burns 

• Micro3d 

• MicroMatrix 

• MIRODERM 

• Mirragen Advanced Wound Matrix 

• MLG Complete 

• MyOwn Skin 

• Myriad Morcells 

• Neoform Dermis for wound healing  

• NeoMatriX Wound Matrix 

• NeoPatch chorioamniotic membrane allograft 

• NeoStim DL 

• NeoStim Membrane 

• NeoStim TL 

• Neox Cord 1K 
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• Neox 100 

• Neox Flo 

• Neuragen 

• Neuroflex 

• Novachor 

• Novafix 

• Novafix DL 

• NovoSorb SynPath dermal matrix 

• NuCel liquid wound covering 

• NuDyn 

• NuShield, NuShield Orthopaedics, and NuShield Spine 

• Oasis burn matrix  

• Oasis Tri-Layer Matrix 

• Ologen Collagen Matrix 

• Omega3 MariGen, Omega3 MariGen Shield, Omega3 Wound ECM, Omega3 Wound Matrix (Kerecis fish skin graft) 

• Omeza Collagen Matrix 

• OrCel 

• OrthADAPT Bioimplant (type I collagen scaffold)  

• OrthoFlo 

• OsseoGuard 

• Ovation 

• OviTex (reinforced tissue matrix)  

• PalinGen Flow 

• PalinGen Hydromembrane 

• PalinGen Membrane 

• Palingen SportFlow 

• PalinGen XPlus Hydromembrane 

• PalinGen XPlus Membrane 
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• ParaDerm dermal matrix 

• Parietex Composite (PCO) Mesh  

• Peri-Guard Repair Patch 

• Peri-Strips Dry, and Peri-Strips Dry with Veritas Collagen Matrix 

• Permacol Biologic Implant 

• PermeaDerm B 

• PermeaDerm C 

• PermeaDerm Glove 

• Phoenix Wound Matrix 

• Placental tissue matrix allograft 

• Plurivest Human Placental Connective Tissue Matrix 

• PolyCyte 

• Porcine-derived decellularized collagen products (e.g., Collamend, Cuffpatch, Pelvicol, and Pelvisoft) 

• Porcine-derived decellularized fetal skin products (e.g., Mediskin) 

• Porcine-derived polypropylene composite wound dressing (e.g., Avaulta Plus) 

• PriMatrix Dermal Repair Scaffold 

• PRISMA matrix wound dressing  

• Pro3-C amniotic membrane 

• Procenta 

• ProgenaMatrix 

• ProLayer human allograft acellular dermal matrix 

• ProMatrX ACF 

• Promogran Matrix 

• ProText 

• PTFE felt 

• Puracol Collagen Wound Dressing 

• Puracol Plus Collagen Wound Dressing 

• PuraPly Antimicrobial Wound Matrix (PuraPly AM) 
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• PuraPly Wound Matrix (PuraPly) 

• Puros Dermis 

• Radiofrequency stimulation devices (e.g., Provant Wound Closure System, MicroVas Vascular  

Treatment System)  
 

• RECELL Autologous Cell Harvesting Device (RECELL) 

• Reguard 

• Relese 

• ReNu (amniotic membrane and fluid allograft) 

• Renuva 

• Repliform 

• Repriza 

• Resolve Matrix 

• Restrata 

• Revita 

• Revitalon 

• RHEO (BioStem Life Sciences, Inc.) 

• Seamguard 

• Signature APatch 

• SkinTE for the treatment of burns 

• Silver-coated wound dressings (e.g., Acticoat, Actisorb, Aquacel Ag, Granufoam silver VAC dressing,  

Mepitel Ag, and Silversorb)  

• Solana allograft 

• Sonafine wound dressing 

• SportMatrix 

• SportMesh 

• SteriShield II dual layer amnion patch 

• Strattice Reconstructive Tissue Matrix   

• StrataGraft 
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• Stravix 

• Stravix PL 

• Supra SDRM 

• Suprathel 

• SureDerm 

• SurFactor 

• SurgiCORD 

• surgiGRAFT 

• SurgiGRAFT-DUAL 

• SurGraft FT 

• SurGraft TL 

• SurGraft XT 

• SurgiMend  

• Surgisis (including Surgisis AFP Anal Fistula Plug, Surgisis Gold Hernia Repair Grafts, and  

Surgisis Biodesign)  

• SurGraft 

• Symphony 

• TAG 

• Talymed 

• TenoGlide tendon protector sheet (Tendon WrapTM tendon protector)  

• TenSIX Acellular Dermal Matrix  

• TheraForm Standard/Sheet Absorbable Collagen Membrane 

• TheraGenesis 

• TheraSkin 

• Tornier BioFiber Absorbable Biological Scaffold, and Tornier Collagen Coated BioFiber Scaffold 

• Transcyte 

• Truskin 

• Unite Biomatrix 
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• Vaso Shield 

• Veritas Collagen Matrix  

• VersaWrap Tendon Protector  

• Viaflow / Viaflow C flowable placental tissue matrices 

• Vitagel surgical hemostat  

• Vendaje 

• Vendaje AC (BioStem Life Sciences, Inc.) 

• VIM Human Amniotic Membrane 

• WoundEx Flow 

• WoundEx Membrane 

• WoundFix Membrane 

• WoundFix Plus Membrane 

• WoundFix XPlus Membrane 

• XCellerate 

• XCM Biologic Tissue Matrix 

• Xelma 

• XcelliStem 

• XenMatrix 

• X-Repair 

• Xwrap Amniotic Membrane-Derived Allograft 

• XWrap Dry or Hydro Plus 

• Zenith Amniotic Membrane 

• Xelma 

Coding Information 

The following list of codes are for informational purposes only and may not be all-inclusive. Deleted 

codes and codes which are not effective at the time the service is rendered may not be eligible for 

reimbursement.  

Skin Substitute Grafts: The type of skin substitute graft(s) (Q code) should be requested in 

conjunction with the application 15271- 15278.  
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15271  Application of skin substitute graft to trunk, arms, legs, total wound surface area up to 100 

sq. cm; first 25 sq. cm or less wound surface area—  

15272  each additional 25 sq. cm wound surface area, or part thereof (List separately in addition 

to code for primary procedure)  

15273  Application of skin substitute graft to trunk, arms, legs, total wound surface area greater 

than or equal to 100 sq. cm; first 100 sq. cm wound surface area, or 1% of body area of 

infants and children  

15274  each additional 100 sq. cm wound surface area, or part thereof, or each additional 1% of 

body area of infants and children, or part thereof (List separately in addition to code for 

primary procedure)  

15275  Application of skin substitute graft to face, scalp, eyelids, mouth, neck, ears, orbits, 

genitalia, hands, feet, and/or multiple digits, total wound surface area up to 100 sq. cm; 

first 25 sq. cm or less wound surface area   

15276  each additional 25 sq. cm wound surface area, or part thereof (List separately in addition 

to code for primary procedure)   

15277  Application of skin substitute graft to face, scalp, eyelids, mouth, neck, ears, orbits, 

genitalia, hands, feet, and/or multiple digits, total wound surface area greater than or equal 

to 100 sq. cm; first 100 sq. cm wound surface area, or 1% of body area of infants and 

children  

15278  each additional 100 sq. cm wound surface area, or part thereof, or each additional 1% of 

body area of infants and children, or part thereof  

15777  Implantation of biologic implant (e.g., acellular dermal matrix) for soft tissue reinforcement 

(e.g., breast, trunk) (List separately in addition to code for primary procedure)  

46707    Repair of anorectal fistula with plug (e.g.: porcine small intestine submucosa).  

HCPCS Product 

A2001 InnovaMatrix® AC 

A2002 Mirragen Advanced Wound Matrix, per sq cm 

A2004 XCelliStem, 1 mg 

A2005 Microlyte Matrix, per sq cm 

A2006 NovoSorb SynPath dermal matrix, per sq cm 

A2007 Restrata, per sq cm 

A2008 TheraGenesis, per sq cm 

A2009 Symphony, per sq cm 

A2010 Apis, per sq cm 
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A2011 Supra SDRM, per sq cm 

A2012 Suprathel  

A2013 InnovaMatrix® FS 

A2014 Omeza Collagen Matrix, per 100 mg 

A2015 Phoenix Wound Matrix, per sq cm 

A2016 PermeaDerm B, per sq cm 

A2017 PermeaDerm Glove, each 

A2018 PermeaDerm C, per sq cm 

A2019 Kerecis Omega3 MariGen Shield, per sq cm 

A2020 AC5 Advanced Wound System (AC5) 

A2021 NeoMatriX, per sq cm 

A2022 Innovaburn or innovamatrix xl, per sq cm 

A2023 Innovamatrix pd, 1mg 

A2024 Resolve matrix, per sq cm 

A2025 Miro3d, per cubic cm 

A4100 Skin substitute, FDA-cleared as a device, not otherwise specified 

C9358 Dermal substitute, native, nondenatured collagen, fetal bovine origin 

(SurgiMend Collagen Matrix), per 0.5 sq cm  

C9360 Dermal substitute, native, nondenatured collagen, neonatal bovine origin 

(SurgiMend Collagen Matrix), per 0.5 sq cm 

L8699 Prosthetic implant, not otherwise specified 

Q4100 Skin substitute, not otherwise specific 

Q4101 Apligraf 

Q4102 Oasis Wound Matrix 

Q4103 Oasis Burn Matrix 

Q4104 Integra Bilayer Matrix Wound  
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Q4105 Integra Dermal Regeneration Template (IDRT)  

Q4105 Integra Omnigraft Dermal Regeneration Matrix 

Q4106 Dermagraft 

Q4107 Graftjacket 

Q4108 Integra Matrix Wound  

Q4110 Primatrix, per sq cm 

Q4111 GammaGraft, per sq cm 

Q4113 GraftJacket Xpress 

Q4114 Integra Flowable Wound Matrix, injectable, 1 cc 

Q4115 Alloskin, per square centimeter 

Q4116 Alloderm  

Q4117 Hyalomatrix, per sq. cm 

Q4118 MatriStem micro matrix, 1 mg 

Q4121 TheraSkin, per square centimeter 

Q4122 DermACELL, per square centimeter 

Q4123 Alloskin RT, per sq. cm 

Q4124 Oasis ultra tri layer matrix, per sq cm 

Q4125 ArthroFlex, per sq cm 

Q4126 Memoderm, dermaspan, tranzgraft or integuply, per square centimeter. 

Q4127 Talymed®, per sq. cm 

Q4128 FlexHD Allopatch HD, or Matrix HD, per sq cm 

Q4130 Strattice/StrataGraft 

Q4132 Grafix core, per square centimeter 

Q4133 Grafix prime, per square centimeter 

Q4134 Hmatrix, per square centimeter 
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Q4135 MediSkin 

Q4136 Ez-derm, per square centimeter 

Q4137 AmnioExcel or BioDexcel  

Q4138 Biodfence dryflex,  

Q4139 Amniomatrix or biodmatrix, injectable, 1 cc 

Q4140 Biodfence 

Q4141 Alloskin  

Q4142 Xcm biologic tissue matrix,  

Q4143 Repriza,  

Q4145 Epifix, injectable, 1 mg 

Q4146 TenSIX 

Q4147 Architect, Architect PT, Architect Fx, extracellular matrix  

Q4148 Neox Cord 1k, Neox Cord RT, Clarix Cord1k 

Q4149 Excellagen, 0.1 cc 

Q4150 Allowrap® ds or dry, per square centimeter 

Q4151 Amnioband or guardian, per square centimeter 

Q4152 Dermapure, per square centimeter 

Q4153 Dermavest or Plurivest per square centimeter 

Q4154 Biovance, per square centimeter 

Q4155 Neox Flo or clarix Flo, 1 mg 

Q4156 Neox 100 or Clarix, per square centimeter 

Q4157 Revitalon, per square centimeter 

Q4158 Kerecis Omega3 

Q4159 Affinity, per square centimeter 

Q4160 Nushield, per square centimeter 
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Q4161 Bio-connekt wound matrix, per square centimeter 

Q4162 BioSkin Flow, WoundEx Flow 

Q4163 BioSkin, WoundEx,  

Q4164 Helicoll, per square centimeter 

Q4165 Keramatrix or Kerasorb, per square centimeter 

Q4166 Cytal, per square centimeter 

Q4167 Truskin, per square centimeter 

Q4168 Amnioband, 1 mg 

Q4169 Artacent wound, per square centimeter 

Q4170 Cygnus, per square centimeter 

Q4171 Interfyl, 1 mg 

Q4173 PalinGen or PalinGen XPlus, per sq cm 

Q4174 PalinGen or ProMatrX, 0.36 mg per 0.25 cc 

Q4175 Miroderm, per sq cm 

Q4176 Neopatch or therion, per square centimeter 

Q4177  Flower AmnioFlo, 0.1 cc 

Q4178 FlowerAmnioPatch, per sq cm 

Q4179 FlowerDerm, per sq cm 

Q4180 Revita, per sq cm 

Q4181 Amnio Wound, per sq cm 
 

Q4182 Transcyte, per sq cm 

Q4183 Surgigraft, per sq cm 
 

Q4184 Cellesta or Cellesta Duo, per sq cm 

Q4185 Cellesta Flowable Amnion (25 mg per cc); per 0.5 cc 

Q4186 EpiFix, per sq cm 



 

Page 22 of 97 

 

Q4187  Epicord, per sq cm 

Q4188 AmnioArmor,  

Q4189 Artacent AC, 1 mg 

Q4190 Artacent AC, per sq cm 

Q4191 Restorigin, per sq cm 

Q4192 Restorigin,1 cc 

Q4193 Coll-e-Derm, per sq cm 

Q4194 Novachor, per sq cm 

Q4195 PuraPly, per sq cm 

Q4196 PuraPly AM, per sq cm 

Q4197 PuraPly XT, per sq cm 

Q4198 Genesis Amniotic Membrane, per sq cm 

Q4199 Cygnus Matrix  

Q4200 SkinTE, per sq cm 

Q4201 Matrion, per sq cm 

Q4202 Keroxx (2.5 g/cc), 1 cc 

Q4203 Derma-Gide, per sq cm 

Q4204 XWRAP, per sq cm 

Q4205 Membrane Graft or Membrane Wrap, per sq cm 

Q4206 Fluid Flow or Fluid GF, 1 cc 

Q4208 Novafix, per sq cm 

Q4209 SurGraft, per sq cm 

Q4210 Axolotl Graft or Axolotl DualGraft, per sq cm 

Q4211 Amnion Bio or AxoBioMembrane, per sq cm 

Q4212 AlloGen, per cc 
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Q4213 Ascent, 0.5 mg 

Q4214 Cellesta Cord, per sq cm 

Q4215 Axolotl Ambient, Axolotl Cryo, Axolotl Dual Graft 

Q4216 Artacent Cord, per sq cm 

Q4217 
WoundFix, BioWound, WoundFix Plus, BioWound Plus, WoundFix Xplus or 

BioWound Xplus, per sq cm 

Q4218 SurgiCORD, per sq cm 

Q4219 SurgiGRAFT-DUAL, per sq cm 

Q4220 BellaCell HD or Surederm, per sq cm 

Q4221 AmnioWrap 2 

Q4222 ProgenaMatrix, per sq cm 

Q4224 Human Health Factor 10 Amniotic Patch (HHF10-P), per sq cm 

Q4225 AmnioBind, per sq cm 

Q4226 MyOwn Skin, per sq cm 

Q4227 AmnioCore TM, per sq cm 

Q4229 Cogenex Amniotic Membrane, per sq cm 

Q4230 Cogenex Flowable Amnion, per 0.5 cc 

Q4231 Corplex P, per cc 

Q4232 Corplex, per square centimeter 

Q4233 SurFactor or NuDyn, per 0.5 cc 

Q4234 XCellerate, per sq cm 

Q4235 AMNIOREPAIR or AltiPly, per sq cm 

Q4236 carePATCH, per sq cm 

Q4237 Cryo-Cord, per sq cm 

Q4238 Derm-Maxx, per sq cm 

Q4239 Amnio-Maxx or Amnio-Maxx Lite, per sq cm 
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Q4240 CoreCyte, for topical use only, per 0.5 cc 

Q4241 PolyCyte, for topical use only, per 0.5 cc 

Q4242 AmnioCyte Plus, per 0.5 cc 

Q4244 Procenta, per 200 mg 

Q4245 AmnioText, per cc 

Q4246 CoreText or ProText, per cc 

Q4247 Amniotext patch, per sq cm 

Q4248 Dermacyte Amniotic Membrane Allograft, per sq cm 

Q4249 AMNIPLY, for topical use only, per sq cm 

Q4250 AmnioAmp-MP, per sq cm 

Q4251 Vim, per sq cm 

Q4252 Vendaje, per sq cm 

Q4253 Zenith Amniotic Membrane, per sq cm 

Q4254 Novafix DL, per sq cm 

Q4255 REGUaRD, for topical use only, per sq cm 

Q4256 MLG-Complete, per sq cm 

Q4257 Relese, per sq cm 

Q4258 Enverse, per sq cm 

Q4259 Celera Dual Layer or Celera Dual Membrane, per sq cm 

Q4260 Signature APatch, per sq cm 

Q4261 TAG, per sq cm 

Q4262 Dual Layer Impax Membrane, per sq cm 

Q4263 SurGraft TL, per sq cm  

Q4264 Cocoon Membrane, per sq cm 

Q4265 NeoStim TL, per sq cm 
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Q4266 NeoStim Membrane, per sq cm 

Q4267 NeoStim DL, per sq cm 

Q4268 SurGraft FT, per sq cm 

Q4269 SurGraft XT, per sq cm 

Q4270 Complete SL, per sq cm 

Q4271 Complete FT, per sq cm 

Q4272 Esano A, per sq cm 

Q4273 Esano AAA, per sq cm 

Q4274 Esano AC, per sq cm 

Q4275 Esano ACA, per sq cm 

Q4276 ORION, per sq cm 

Q4277 WoundPlus membrane or E-Graft, per sq cm 

Q4278 EPIEFFECT, per sq cm 

Q4279 Vendaje AC, per sq cm 

Q4280 Xcell Amnio Matrix, per sq cm 

Q4281 Barrera SL or Barrera DL, per sq cm 

Q4282 Cygnus Dual, per sq cm 

Q4283 Biovance Tri-Layer or Biovance 3L, per sq cm 

Q4284 DermaBind SL, per sq cm 

Q4285 NuDYN DL or NuDYN DL MESH, per sq cm 

Q4286 NuDYN SL or NuDYN SLW, per sq cm 

Q4287 DermaBind DL, per sq cm 

Q4288 DermaBind CH, per sq cm 

Q4289 RevoShield+ Amniotic Barrier, per sq cm 

Q4290 Membrane Wrap-Hydro(TM), per sq cm 



 

Page 26 of 97 

 

Q4291 Lamellas XT, per sq cm 

Q4291 Lamellas, per sq cm 

Q4293 Acesso DL, per sq cm 

Q4294 Amnio Quad-Core, per sq cm 

Q4295 Amnio Tri-Core Amniotic, per sq cm 

Q4297  Emerge Matrix, per sq cm 

Q4298 AmniCore Pro, per sq cm 

Q4299 AmniCore Pro+, per sq cm 

Q4300 Acesso TL, per sq cm 

Q4301 Activate Matrix, per sq cm 

Q4302 Complete ACA, per sq cm 

Q4303 Complete AA, per sq cm 

Q4304 GRAFIX PLUS, per sq cm 

CPT® codes, descriptions and materials are copyrighted by the American Medical Association (AMA). 

HCPCS® codes, descriptions and materials are copyrighted by Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS). 

Related Policies 

New and Emerging Technologies – Coverage Status 

Bone and Tendon Graft Substitutes 

Reduction Mammoplasty  
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