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Applies to all products administered or underwritten by Blue Cross and Blue Shield of Louisiana 

and its subsidiary, HMO Louisiana, Inc. (collectively referred to as the “Company”), unless 

otherwise provided in the applicable contract. Medical technology is constantly evolving, and we 

reserve the right to review and update Medical Policy periodically. 

 

When Services May Be Eligible for Coverage 
Coverage for eligible medical treatments or procedures, drugs, devices or biological products may 

be provided only if: 

• Benefits are available in the member’s contract/certificate, and 

• Medical necessity criteria and guidelines are met. 

 

Based on review of available data, the Company may consider noninvasive electrical bone growth 

stimulation (EBGS) as treatment of fracture nonunion or congenital pseudoarthrosis in the 

appendicular skeleton (the appendicular skeleton includes the bones of the shoulder girdle, upper 

extremities, pelvis, and lower extremities) to be eligible for coverage.** 

 

Patient Selection Criteria for the use of Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation (EBGS) of the 

Appendicular Skeleton 

Coverage eligibility for the use of noninvasive EBGS of the appendicular skeleton as a treatment of 

fracture nonunion will be considered when ALL of the following criteria are met: 

• At least 3 months have passed since the date of fracture; AND 

• Serial radiographs have confirmed that no progressive signs of healing have occurred; AND 

• The fracture gap is 1 cm or less; AND 

• The individual can be adequately immobilized; AND 

• The individual is of an age likely to comply with non-weight bearing for fractures of the 

pelvis and lower extremities. 

 

Based on review of available data, the Company may consider noninvasive electrical bone growth 

stimulation (EBGS) of the spine to augment primary thoracic or lumbar spinal fusion in individuals 

at high risk for pseudoarthrosis to be eligible for coverage.** 

 

Patient Selection Criteria for Thoracic or Lumbar Fusion 

Coverage eligibility for the use of noninvasive electrical bone growth stimulation (EBGS) of the 

spine to augment primary thoracic or lumbar spinal fusion in individuals at high risk for 

pseudoarthrosis will be considered when ANY of the following criteria are present:  
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• Fusion revision (e.g., repeat surgery due to prior unhealed fusion attempt) when at least 6 

months have passed since the original surgery and imaging studies confirm that healing has 

not progressed in the preceding 3 months; OR 

• Fusion performed at two (2) or more adjacent levels*; OR 

• Presence of ANY of the following risk factors:  

o Diabetes; OR  

o Metabolic bone disease (including osteoporosis or osteopenia, and bone disease 

secondary to renal disease, nutritional deficiency, or conditions in which bone healing 

is likely to be compromised; OR 

o Immunocompromised; OR 

o Systemic vascular disease; OR  

o History of long term use of corticosteroids; OR  

o Active nicotine use.  

 

*Defined as two or more motion segments (3 vertebrae); alternatively, one level includes the upper 

and lower vertebral segment and the intervening disc space, e.g., L4-L5 is one level.  

 

Based on review of available data, the Company may consider noninvasive electrical bone growth 

stimulation (EBGS) of the spine to augment spinal fusion in all regions of the cervical spine in 

individuals at high risk for pseudoarthrosis to be eligible for coverage.** 

 

Patient Selection Criteria for Cervical Fusion  

Coverage eligibility for the use of noninvasive electrical bone growth stimulation (EBGS) of the 

spine to augment spinal fusion in all regions of the cervical spine in individuals at high risk for 

pseudoarthrosis when ANY of the following criteria are present:  

• Fusion revision (e.g., repeat surgery due to prior unhealed fusion attempt) when at least 6 

months has passed since the original surgery and imaging studies confirm that healing has 

not progressed in the preceding 3 months; OR 

• Fusion performed at three (3) or more adjacent levels** for cervical fusion when ANY of 

the following risk factors are present:  

o Diabetes; OR  

o Osteoporosis (see Policy Guidelines); OR  

o Active nicotine use.  

 

**Defined as three or more motion segments (4 vertebrae).  

 

When Services Are Considered Investigational 
Coverage is not available for investigational medical treatments or procedures, drugs, devices or 

biological products. 

 

Based on available data, the Company considers the use of invasive or non-invasive EBGS for other 

applications in the appendicular skeleton including, but not limited to, the treatment fresh fractures, 
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delayed union, immediate postsurgical treatment after appendicular skeletal surgery, stress fractures, 

arthrodesis or failed arthrodesis, or when patient selection criteria are not met to be investigational*  

 

(Note: Delayed union is defined as a decelerating fracture healing process, as identified by serial x-

rays.) 

 

Based on review of available data, the Company considers implantable and semi-invasive electrical 

bone growth stimulators for use on the appendicular skeleton to be investigational.*  

 

Based on review of available data, the Company considers electric bone growth stimulation (EBGS) 

for primary cervical or lumbar fusion and for all spinal levels when patient selection criteria are not 

met to be investigational*, including but not limited to the following: 

• Treatment of spondylolysis or pars interarticularis defect; OR 

• Semi-invasive EBGS for any indication; OR 

• As an adjunct for primary bone healing of a spinal fracture; OR 

• As a nonsurgical treatment of an established pseudoarthrosis. 

 

Based on review of available data, the Company considers the use of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound 

treatment to be investigational* for all indications, including but not limited to the following: 

• Treatment of fresh fractures (surgically managed or nonsurgically managed); OR 

• Treatment of fracture nonunion and delayed union fractures; OR 

• Treatment of stress fractures, osteotomy, and distraction osteogenesis. 

 

Policy Guidelines 
Osteoporosis 

Diagnosis of osteoporosis should be supported in medical documentation by one of the following: 

Patient has central dual x-ray absorptiometry (DXA) bone mineral density (BMD) T-score less than 

or equal to -2.5 confirming osteoporosis, OR a history of fragility fracture [defined as a major 

osteoporotic fracture, sustained as a result of a low-level trauma (e.g., a fall from standing height or 

less) that is associated with low BMD, including vertebral (spine), hip, forearm (wrist/distal radius), 

and proximal humerus (shoulder) fractures]. 

 

Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation  

 

Fracture Nonunion  

No consensus on the definition of fracture nonunion currently exists. One proposed definition is 

failure of progression of fracture healing for at least 3 consecutive months (and for at least 6 months 

following the fracture), accompanied by clinical symptoms of delayed union or nonunion (pain, 

difficulty bearing weight) (Bhandari et al, 2012). 

 

The original U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) labeling of fracture nonunions defined them 

as fractures not showing progressive healing after at least 9 months from the original injury. The 
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labeling states: “A nonunion is considered to be established when a minimum of 9 months has 

elapsed since injury and the fracture site shows no visibly progressive signs of healing for minimum 

of 3 months.” This time frame is not based on physiologic principles, but was included as part of the 

research design for FDA approval as a means of ensuring homogeneous populations of trial 

participants, many of whom were serving as their own controls. Others have contended that 9 months 

represents an arbitrary cutoff point that does not reflect the complicated variables present in fractures 

(ie, degree of soft tissue damage, alignment of the bone fragments, vascularity, quality of the 

underlying bone stock). Some fractures may show no signs of healing, based on serial radiographs 

as early as 3 months, while a fracture nonunion may not be diagnosed in others until well after 9 

months. The current policy of requiring a 3-month timeframe for lack of progression of healing is 

consistent with the definition of nonunion as described in the clinical literature. 

 

Delayed Union 

Delayed union is defined as a decelerating healing process as determined by serial radiographs, 

together with a lack of clinical and radiologic evidence of union, bony continuity, or bone reaction 

at the fracture site for no less than 3 months from the index injury or the most recent intervention. 

In contrast, nonunion serial radiographs (described above) show no evidence of healing. When 

lumped together, delayed union and nonunion are sometimes referred to as “ununited fractures.” 

 

Fresh Fracture 

A fracture is most commonly defined as “fresh” for 7 days after its occurrence. Most fresh closed 

fractures heal without complications with the use of standard fracture care (ie, closed reduction, cast 

immobilization). 

 

Background/Overview 
Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation of the Appendicular Skeleton 

 

Treatment of Delayed and Nonunion Fractures 

Individuals with recognized delayed fracture unions might begin by reducing the risk factors for 

delayed unions or nonunions but may progress to surgical repair if it persists. 

 

Electrical and Electromagnetic Bone Growth Stimulators 

Different applications of electrical and electromagnetic fields have been used to promote healing of 

delayed and nonunion fractures: invasive, noninvasive, and semi-invasive. 

 

Invasive stimulation involves the surgical implantation of a cathode at the fracture site to produce 

direct current electrical stimulation. Invasive devices require surgical implantation of a current 

generator in an intramuscular or subcutaneous space, while an electrode is implanted within the 

fragments of bone graft at the fusion site. The implantable device typically remains functional for 6 

to 9 months after implantation, and although the current generator is removed in a second surgical 

procedure when stimulation is completed, the electrode may or may not be removed. Implantable 

electrodes provide constant stimulation at the nonunion or fracture site but carry increased risks 

associated with implantable leads. 
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Noninvasive electrical bone growth stimulators generate a weak electrical current within the target 

site using pulsed electromagnetic fields, capacitive coupling, or combined magnetic fields. In 

capacitive coupling, small skin pads/electrodes are placed on either side of the fusion site and worn 

for 24 hours a day until healing occurs or up to 9 months. In contrast, pulsed electromagnetic fields 

are delivered via treatment coils placed over the skin and worn for 6 to 8 hours a day for 3 to 6 

months. Combined magnetic fields deliver a time-varying magnetic field by superimposing the time-

varying magnetic field onto an additional static magnetic field. This device involves a 30-minute 

treatment per day for 9 months. Patient compliance may be an issue with externally worn devices. 

 

Semi-invasive (semi-implantable) stimulators use percutaneous electrodes and an external power 

supply, obviating the need for a surgical procedure to remove the generator when treatment is 

finished. 

 

Noninvasive Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation of the Spine 

Bone growth stimulators, also known as osteogenesis stimulators, are utilized to promote bone 

healing in spinal fusion through delivery of electrical current to the fusion site. Noninvasive devices 

are worn externally, beginning at any time from the date of surgery until up to 6 months after surgery.  

 

Low Intensity Pulsed Ultrasound Fracture Healing Device 

 

Bone Fractures 

An estimated 178 million new fractures were reported worldwide in 2019. Most bone fractures heal 

spontaneously over several months following standard fracture care (closed reduction if necessary, 

followed by immobilization with casting or splinting). However, approximately 5% to 10% of all 

fractures have delayed healing, resulting in continued morbidity and increased utilization of health 

care services. Factors contributing to a nonunion include which bone is fractured, fracture site, the 

degree of bone loss, time since injury, the extent of soft tissue injury, and patient factors (eg, 

smoking, diabetes, systemic disease). 

 

Fracture Nonunion 

There is no standard definition of a fracture nonunion. The U.S. Food and Drug Administration 

(FDA) has defined nonunion as when "a minimum of 9 months has elapsed since injury, and the 

fracture site shows no visibly progressive signs of healing for a minimum of 3 months." Other 

definitions cite 3 to 6 months of time from the original injury, or simply when serial radiographs fail 

to show any further healing. These definitions do not reflect the underlying conditions in fractures 

that affect healing, such as the degree of soft tissue damage, alignment of the bone fragments, 

vascularity, and quality of the underlying bone stock. 

 

Delayed Union 

Delayed union is generally considered a failure to heal between 3 and 9 months post-fracture, after 

which the fracture site would be considered a nonunion. The delayed union may also be defined as 

a decelerating bone healing process, as identified in serial radiographs. (In contrast, nonunion serial 

radiographs show no evidence of healing.) It is important to include both radiographic and clinical 
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criteria to determine fracture healing status. Clinical criteria include the lack of ability to bear weight, 

fracture pain, and tenderness on palpation. 

 

Treatment 

Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound has been proposed to accelerate healing of fractures. Low-intensity 

pulsed ultrasound is believed to alter the molecular and cellular mechanisms involved in each stage 

of the healing process (inflammation, soft callus formation, hard callus formation, and bone 

remodeling). The mechanism of action at the cellular level is not precisely known, but it is theorized 

that low-intensity pulsed ultrasound may stimulate the production or the activities of the following 

compounds that contribute to the bone healing process: cyclooxygenase-2, collagenase, integrin 

proteins, calcium, chondroblasts, mesenchymal cells, fibroblasts, and osteoblasts. 

 

Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound treatment is self-administered, once daily for 20 minutes, until the 

fracture has healed. 

 

FDA or Other Governmental Regulatory Approval 
U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 

 

Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation of the Appendicular Skeleton 

In 1984, the noninvasive OrthoPak®‡ Bone Growth Stimulator (BioElectron, now Zimmer Biomet) 

was approved by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) through the premarket approval 

process for treatment of fracture nonunion. Pulsed electromagnetic field systems with the FDA 

premarket approval (all noninvasive devices) include Physio-Stim®‡ (Orthofix), first approved in 

1986, and OrthoLogic®‡ 1000, approved in 1997, both indicated for the treatment of established 

nonunion secondary to trauma, excluding vertebrae and all flat bones, in which the width of the 

nonunion defect is less than one-half the width of the bone to be treated; and the EBI Bone Healing 

System®‡ (Electrobiology, now Zimmer Biomet), which was first approved in 1979 and indicated 

for nonunions, failed fusions, and congenital pseudarthrosis. No distinction was made between long 

and short bones. 

 

The FDA has approved labeling changes for electrical bone growth stimulators that remove any time 

frame for the diagnosis. In September 2020, FDA considered the reclassification of noninvasive 

electrical bone growth stimulators from Class 3 to the lower-risk Class 2 category. As of March 

2024, however, the devices remain Class 3. 

 

No semi-invasive electrical bone growth stimulator devices with FDA approval or clearance were 

identified. 

 

FDA product code LOF. 

 

Electrical Stimulation of the Spine as an Adjunct to Spinal Fusion Procedures 

The following implantable device was approved by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 

through the premarket approval process: 
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• In 1986, the OsteoStim®‡ (Electro-Biology), which may also be marketed under the trade 

name SPF (Biomet) was approved. 

 

The following noninvasive bone growth stimulators have been approved by the FDA through the 

premarket approval process: 

• In 1999, the SpinalPak®‡ bone growth stimulator system (Biolectron, a subsidiary of Electro-

Biology), a capacitive coupling system, was approved for use as an adjunct to primary lumbar 

spinal fusion at 1 or 2 levels. 

• In 1979, the EBI Bone Healing System®‡ (Biolectron, a subsidiary of Electro-Biology), a 

pulsed electromagnetic field system, was approved for nonunions, failed fusions, and 

congenital pseudoarthroses. The device is secured with a belt around the waist. 

• In 1994, the SpinaLogic Bone Growth Stimulator®‡ (Regentek, a division of dj Orthopedics 

[formerly OrthoLogic]) was approved as a combined magnetic field portable device. This 

device is secured with a belt around the waist. 

• In 1996, the Spinal-Stim Lite®‡ (Orthofix) was approved as a spinal adjunct to the Physio-

Stim®‡. The Spinal-Stim Lite®‡ device was approved to increase the probability of fusion 

success and as a nonoperative treatment for the salvage of failed spinal fusion, where a 

minimum of 9 months has elapsed since the last surgery. 

• In 2004, the Stim®‡ (Orthofix), a pulsed electromagnetic field system, was approved as an 

adjunct to cervical fusion surgery in patients at high-risk for nonfusion. 

• In 2020, the ActaStim-S Spine Fusion Stimulator (Theragen, Inc.), was approved as an 

adjunct electrical treatment to primary lumbar spinal fusion surgery for one or two levels. 

This device is secured with a belt around the waist. 

 

No semi-invasive electrical bone growth stimulator devices were identified with the FDA approval 

or clearance. 

 

FDA product codes: LOE (invasive bone growth stimulator), LOF (noninvasive bone growth 

stimulator). 

 

Low Intensity Pulsed Ultrasound Fracture Healing Device 

In 1994, the Sonic Accelerated Fracture Healing System (SAFHS®‡; renamed Exogen 2000®‡ and 

Exogen 4000+, now Exogen®‡ Ultrasound Bone Healing System; Bioventus) was approved by the 

FDA through the premarket approval process for treatment of fresh, closed, posteriorly displaced 

distal radius (Colles) fractures and fresh, closed, or grade 1 open tibial diaphysis fractures in 

skeletally mature individuals when these fractures are orthopedically managed by closed reduction 

and cast immobilization. In February 2000, the labeled indication was expanded to include the 

treatment of established nonunions, excluding skull and vertebra. The AccelStim™‡ Bone Growth 

Stimulator (Orthofix US) was FDA approved in 2022 for accelerating time to healed fracture for 

fresh, closed, posteriorly displaced distal radius fractures and fresh, closed, or Grade I open tibial 

diaphysis fractures and for established non-unions in skeletally mature adults. 

 

FDA product code: LPQ. 
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Rationale/Source 
This medical policy was developed through consideration of peer-reviewed medical literature 

generally recognized by the relevant medical community, U.S. Food and Drug Administration 

approval status, nationally accepted standards of medical practice and accepted standards of medical 

practice in this community, technology evaluation centers, reference to federal regulations, other 

plan medical policies, and accredited national guidelines. 

 

Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation of the Appendicular Skeleton 

In the appendicular skeleton, electrical stimulation with either implantable electrodes or noninvasive 

surface stimulators has been investigated to facilitate the healing of fresh fractures, stress fractures, 

delayed union, nonunion, congenital pseudarthrosis, and arthrodesis. 

 

Summary of Evidence  

 

Noninvasive Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation  

For individuals who have fracture nonunion who receive noninvasive electrical bone growth 

stimulation, the evidence includes randomized controlled trials (RCTs) and systematic reviews of 

RCTs. Relevant outcomes are symptoms, change in disease status, and functional outcomes. The 

U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) has approved noninvasive electrical bone growth 

stimulation for fracture nonunions and congenital pseudarthrosis in the appendicular skeleton, based 

largely on studies with patients serving as their controls. There is also evidence from 2 small sham-

controlled randomized trials that noninvasive electrical stimulators improve fracture healing for 

patients with fracture nonunion. There are few nonsurgical options in this population, and the pre-

post studies of patients with nonhealing fractures support the efficacy of the treatment. The evidence 

is sufficient to determine that the technology results in an improvement in the net health outcome. 

 

For individuals who have delayed fracture union who receive noninvasive electrical bone growth 

stimulation, the evidence includes RCTs and systematic reviews of RCTs. Relevant outcomes are 

symptoms, change in disease status, and functional outcomes. Available RCTs on the delayed union 

of fractures were limited by small sample sizes and did not show significant differences in outcomes 

between study groups. The evidence is insufficient to determine that the technology results in an 

improvement in the net health outcome. 

 

For individuals who have fresh fracture(s) who receive noninvasive electrical bone growth 

stimulation, the evidence includes RCTs and systematic reviews of RCTs. Relevant outcomes are 

symptoms, change in disease status, and functional outcomes. A meta-analysis of 5 RCTs found no 

statistically significant benefit of electrical bone growth stimulation for fresh fractures. The evidence 

is insufficient to determine that the technology results in an improvement in the net health outcome. 

 

For individuals who have stress fracture(s) who receive noninvasive electrical bone growth 

stimulation, the evidence includes an RCT. Relevant outcomes are symptoms, change in disease 

status, and functional outcomes. This well-conducted RCT found that, although an increase in the 

hours of use per day was associated with a reduction in the time to healing, there was no difference 
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in the rate of healing between treatment and placebo. The evidence is insufficient to determine that 

the technology results in an improvement in the net health outcome. 

 

For individuals who have had surgery of the appendicular skeleton who receive noninvasive 

electrical bone growth stimulation, the evidence includes 2 small RCTs. Relevant outcomes are 

symptoms, change in disease status, and functional outcomes. Although the results of 1 trial suggest 

benefits to the bone stimulation in decreased time to union, clinical outcomes were not assessed. The 

evidence is insufficient to determine that the technology results in an improvement in the net health 

outcome. 

 

Implantable and Semi-Invasive Bone Growth Stimulation 

For individuals who have fracture, pseudarthrosis, or who have had surgery of the appendicular 

skeleton who receive implantable and semi-invasive electrical bone growth stimulation, the evidence 

includes a small number of case series. Relevant outcomes are symptoms, change in disease status, 

and functional outcomes. The evidence is insufficient to determine that the technology results in an 

improvement in the net health outcome. 

 

Low Intensity Pulsed Ultrasound Fracture Healing Device 

Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound has been investigated as a technique to accelerate healing of fresh 

fractures, surgically treated closed fractures, delayed unions, nonunions, stress fractures, osteotomy 

sites, and distraction osteogenesis. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound is administered using a 

transducer applied to the skin surface overlying the fracture site. 

 

Summary of Evidence 

For individuals who have fresh fractures (surgically or nonsurgically managed) who receive low-

intensity pulsed ultrasound as an adjunct to routine care, the evidence includes randomized 

controlled trials (RCTs) and several meta-analyses. Relevant outcomes are symptoms, morbid 

events, functional outcomes, and quality of life. The evidence base has evolved with the publication 

of a large RCT and meta-analysis significantly shifting the weight of the evidence. Conclusions 

based on several earlier and small RCTs, rated at high-risk of bias, showed a potential benefit; 

however, the large RCT published in 2016, rated at low-risk of bias, showed no benefit. A 2017 

meta-analysis including only trials with low-risk of bias found no difference in days to full weight-

bearing, pain reduction, or days to radiographic healing. Similarly, the overall results of the meta-

analysis found no significant difference in return to work, subsequent operations, or adverse events. 

The evidence is insufficient to determine that the technology results in an improvement in the net 

health outcome. 

 

For individuals who have fracture nonunion or delayed union fracture who receive low-intensity 

pulsed ultrasound as an adjunct to routine care including surgery, if appropriate, the evidence 

includes only lower quality studies consisting of a small systematic review in scaphoid nonunions, 

a meta-analysis of nonunion in various locations, a meta-analysis in individuals with specific risk 

factors, 2 low-quality RCTs, and 1 observational comparative study. Relevant outcomes are 

symptoms, morbid events, functional outcomes, and quality of life. Of the 2 RCTs, one did not 
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include functional outcomes. The second RCT had a small sample size and did not describe the 

randomization procedure. The observational study reported similar healing rates with low-intensity 

pulsed ultrasound and surgery, although the retrospective nature of the study limits meaningful 

interpretation of these results. The evidence is insufficient to determine that the technology results 

in an improvement in the net health outcome. 

 

For individuals who have stress fractures, osteotomy sites, or distraction osteogenesis who receive 

low-intensity pulsed ultrasound as an adjunct to routine care, the evidence includes only lower 

quality studies consisting of small RCTs, retrospective comparative observational studies, and one 

meta-analysis for distraction osteogenesis. Relevant outcomes are symptoms, morbid events, 

functional outcomes, and quality of life. Results do not generally include functional outcomes and 

results across various outcomes, primarily time to radiographic healing, are inconsistent. The meta-

analysis of 3 trials using low-intensity pulsed ultrasound for distraction osteogenesis reported no 

statistically significant differences in physiological or functional outcomes. The evidence is 

insufficient to determine that the technology results in an improvement in the net health outcome. 

 

Supplemental Information 
PRACTICE GUIDELINES AND POSITION STATEMENTS 

Guidelines or position statements will be considered for inclusion in ‘Supplemental Information' if 

they were issued by, or jointly by, a US professional society, an international society with US 

representation, or National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE). Priority will be given 

to guidelines that are informed by a systematic review, include strength of evidence ratings, and 

include a description of management of conflict of interest. 

 

Low Intensity Pulsed Ultrasound Fracture Healing Device 

 

National Institute for Health and Care Excellence 

In 2019, the National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) published evidence-based 

recommendations on EXOGEN ultrasound bone healing system for long bone fractures with non-

union or delayed healing: 

 

“The case for adopting the EXOGEN ultrasound bone healing system to treat long bone fractures 

with non-union (failure to heal after 9 months) is supported by the clinical evidence, which 

shows high rates of fracture healing.” 

 

In 2018, the National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE) published guidance on the 

use of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound to promote healing of fresh fractures at low-risk of non-

healing. The guidance states that the "current evidence does not show efficacy. Therefore, this 

procedure should not be used for this indication." 

 

In 2018, the NICE published guidance on the use of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound to promote 

healing of fresh fractures at high-risk of non-healing. The guidance states that the "current evidence 

http://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/mtg12/chapter/1-Recommendations
http://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/mtg12/chapter/1-Recommendations
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the context of research.” 

 

In 2018, the NICE published guidance on the use of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound to promote

healing of delayed and nonunion fractures. The guidance states that the "current evidence on efficacy

is inadequate in quality. Therefore, this procedure should only be used with special arrangements

for clinical governances, consent and audit or research." 
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In 2013, the NICE published guidance on Exogen for the treatment of long-bone fractures with 

nonunion and delayed fracture healing. The NICE concluded that use of the Exogen bone healing 

system to treat long-bone fractures with nonunion is supported by "clinical evidence" and "cost 

savings … through avoiding surgery." For long-bone fractures with delayed healing, defined as no 

radiologic evidence of healing after 3 months, there was "some radiologic evidence of improved 

healing." However, due to "substantial uncertainties about the rate at which bone healing progresses 

without adjunctive treatment between 3 and 9 months after fracture" and need for surgery, "cost 

consequences" were uncertain. In 2019, the Exogen guidance was updated with a review of studies 

published after June 2012. The review decision stated, "Overall the additional clinical evidence 

identified since the guidance was published in 2013 supports the current recommendations." The 

reviewers did not consider the Schandelmaier et al (2017) systematic review because it pooled fresh 

fractures and distraction osteogenesis alongside non-unions. 

 

American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons 

In 2020, the American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons published updated guidelines on the 

treatment of distal radius fractures. Although the Academy issued a limited recommendation for the 

use of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound for adjuvant treatment of distal radius fractures in its prior 

2009 guidelines, low-intensity pulsed ultrasound was not mentioned in the updated guidelines. 

 

Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) 

 

Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation of the Appendicular Skeleton 

 

Noninvasive stimulators are covered by Medicare for the following indications: 

• “Nonunion of long bone fractures; 

• Failed fusion, where a minimum of 9 months has elapsed since the last surgery; 

• Congenital pseudarthroses….” 

 

Invasive stimulators are covered for: 

• “Nonunion of long bone fractures.” 

 

“Effective April 1, 2000, nonunion of long bone fractures is considered to exist only when serial 

radiographs have confirmed that fracture healing has ceased for 3 or more months prior to starting 

treatment with the electrical osteogenic stimulator. Serial radiographs must include a minimum of 2 
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sets of radiographs, each including multiple views of the fracture site, separated by a minimum of 

90 days.” 

 

Electrical Stimulation of the Spine as an Adjunct to Spinal Fusion Procedures 

Medicare covers noninvasive electrical stimulators for the following: 

• “Failed fusion, where a minimum of 9 months has elapsed since the last surgery” and 

• “…as an adjunct to spinal fusion surgery for patients at high risk of pseudoarthrosis due to 

previously failed spinal fusion at the same site or for those undergoing multiple level fusion. 

A multiple level fusion involves 3 or more vertebrae (e.g., L3-L5, L4-S1, etc).” 

 

Medicare covers invasive electrical stimulators: 

• “…as an adjunct to spinal fusion surgery for patients at high risk of pseudoarthrosis due to 

previously failed spinal fusion at the same site or for those undergoing multiple level fusion. 

A multiple level fusion involves 3 or more vertebrae (e.g., L3-L5, L4-S1, etc).” 

 

Low Intensity Pulsed Ultrasound Fracture Healing Device 

Effective 2001, ultrasonic osteogenic stimulators were covered as medically reasonable and 

necessary for the treatment of nonunion fractures. Nonunion fractures of the skull, vertebrae, and 

those that are tumor-related are excluded from coverage. Ultrasonic osteogenic stimulators may not 

be used concurrently with other noninvasive osteogenic devices. Ultrasonic osteogenic stimulators 

for fresh fractures and delayed unions are not covered. 

 

References 
1. Carelon Medical Benefits Management. Clinical Appropriateness Guidelines, Musculoskeletal 

Appropriate Use Criteria: Spine Surgery, “Noninvasive Electrical Bone Growth Stimulation”, 

January 1, 2024.  

2. U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA). Summary Minutes: Center for Devices and 

Radiological Health Orthopaedic and Rehabilitation Devices Panel. 2020; 

https://www.fda.gov/media/145157/download. 

3. Bhandari M, Fong K, Sprague S, et al. Variability in the definition and perceived causes of 

delayed unions and nonunions: a cross-sectional, multinational survey of orthopaedic surgeons. 

J Bone Joint Surg Am. Aug 01 2012; 94(15): e1091-6. PMID 22854998 

4. Buza JA, Einhorn T. Bone healing in 2016. Clin Cases Miner Bone Metab. 2016; 13(2): 101-

105. PMID 27920804 

5. Ahl T, Andersson G, Herberts P, et al. Electrical treatment of non-united fractures. Acta Orthop 

Scand. Dec 1984; 55(6): 585-8. PMID 6335345 

6. Connolly JF. Selection, evaluation and indications for electrical stimulation of ununited 

fractures. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 1981; (161): 39-53. PMID 6975690 

7. Connolly JF. Electrical treatment of nonunions. Its use and abuse in 100 consecutive fractures. 

Orthop Clin North Am. Jan 1984; 15(1): 89-106. PMID 6607443 



Bone Growth Stimulation 

 

Policy # 00011 

Original Effective Date: 05/01/1995 

Current Effective Date: 02/23/2025 

 

Page 13 of 22 
 
 
 

8. de Haas WG, Beaupré A, Cameron H, et al. The Canadian experience with pulsed magnetic 

fields in the treatment of ununited tibial fractures. Clin Orthop Relat Res. Jul 1986; (208): 55-8. 

PMID 3720140 

9. Sharrard WJ, Sutcliffe ML, Robson MJ, et al. The treatment of fibrous non-union of fractures by 

pulsing electromagnetic stimulation. J Bone Joint Surg Br. 1982; 64(2): 189-93. PMID 6978339 

10. Aleem IS, Aleem I, Evaniew N, et al. Efficacy of Electrical Stimulators for Bone Healing: A 

Meta-Analysis of Randomized Sham-Controlled Trials. Sci Rep. Aug 19 2016; 6: 31724. PMID 

27539550 

11. Simonis RB, Parnell EJ, Ray PS, et al. Electrical treatment of tibial non-union: a prospective, 

randomised, double-blind trial. Injury. May 2003; 34(5): 357-62. PMID 12719164 

12. Barker AT, Dixon RA, Sharrard WJ, et al. Pulsed magnetic field therapy for tibial non-union. 

Interim results of a double-blind trial. Lancet. May 05 1984; 1(8384): 994-6. PMID 6143970 

13. Scott G, King JB. A prospective, double-blind trial of electrical capacitive coupling in the 

treatment of non-union of long bones. J Bone Joint Surg Am. Jun 1994; 76(6): 820-6. PMID 

8200888 

14. Shi HF, Xiong J, Chen YX, et al. Early application of pulsed electromagnetic field in the 

treatment of postoperative delayed union of long-bone fractures: a prospective randomized 

controlled study. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. Jan 19 2013; 14: 35. PMID 23331333 

15. Sharrard WJ. A double-blind trial of pulsed electromagnetic fields for delayed union of tibial 

fractures. J Bone Joint Surg Br. May 1990; 72(3): 347-55. PMID 2187877 

16. Griffin XL, Warner F, Costa M. The role of electromagnetic stimulation in the management of 

established non-union of long bone fractures: what is the evidence?. Injury. Apr 2008; 39(4): 

419-29. PMID 18321512 

17. Griffin XL, Costa ML, Parsons N, et al. Electromagnetic field stimulation for treating delayed 

union or non-union of long bone fractures in adults. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. Apr 13 2011; 

(4): CD008471. PMID 21491410 

18. Adie S, Harris IA, Naylor JM, et al. Pulsed electromagnetic field stimulation for acute tibial shaft 

fractures: a multicenter, double-blind, randomized trial. J Bone Joint Surg Am. Sep 07 2011; 

93(17): 1569-76. PMID 21915570 

19. Faldini C, Cadossi M, Luciani D, et al. Electromagnetic bone growth stimulation in patients with 

femoral neck fractures treated with screws: prospective randomized double-blind study. Curr 

Orthop Pract. 2010;21(3):282- 287. 

20. Hannemann PF, Göttgens KW, van Wely BJ, et al. The clinical and radiological outcome of 

pulsed electromagnetic field treatment for acute scaphoid fractures: a randomised double-blind 

placebo-controlled multicentre trial. J Bone Joint Surg Br. Oct 2012; 94(10): 1403-8. PMID 

23015569 

21. Hannemann PF, van Wezenbeek MR, Kolkman KA, et al. CT scan-evaluated outcome of pulsed 

electromagnetic fields in the treatment of acute scaphoid fractures: a randomised, multicentre, 

double-blind, placebo-controlled trial. Bone Joint J. Aug 2014; 96-B(8): 1070-6. PMID 

25086123 

22. Martinez-Rondanelli A, Martinez JP, Moncada ME, et al. Electromagnetic stimulation as 

coadjuvant in the healing of diaphyseal femoral fractures: a randomized controlled trial. Colomb 

Med (Cali). 2014; 45(2): 67-71. PMID 25100891 



Bone Growth Stimulation 

 

Policy # 00011 

Original Effective Date: 05/01/1995 

Current Effective Date: 02/23/2025 

 

Page 14 of 22 
 
 
 

23. Beck BR, Matheson GO, Bergman G, et al. Do capacitively coupled electric fields accelerate 

tibial stress fracture healing? A randomized controlled trial. Am J Sports Med. Mar 2008; 36(3): 

545-53. PMID 18055921 

24. Borsalino G, Bagnacani M, Bettati E, et al. Electrical stimulation of human femoral 

intertrochanteric osteotomies. Double-blind study. Clin Orthop Relat Res. Dec 1988; (237): 256-

63. PMID 3191636 

25. Dhawan SK, Conti SF, Towers J, et al. The effect of pulsed electromagnetic fields on hindfoot 

arthrodesis: a prospective study. J Foot Ankle Surg. 2004; 43(2): 93-6. PMID 15057855 

26. Petrisor B, Lau JT. Electrical bone stimulation: an overview and its use in high risk and Charcot 

foot and ankle reconstructions. Foot Ankle Clin. Dec 2005; 10(4): 609-20, vii-viii. PMID 

16297822 

27. Lau JT, Stamatis ED, Myerson MS, et al. Implantable direct-current bone stimulators in high-

risk and revision foot and ankle surgery: a retrospective analysis with outcome assessment. Am 

J Orthop (Belle Mead NJ). Jul 2007; 36(7): 354-7. PMID 17694182 

28. Saxena A, DiDomenico LA, Widtfeldt A, et al. Implantable electrical bone stimulation for 

arthrodeses of the foot and ankle in high-risk patients: a multicenter study. J Foot Ankle Surg. 

2005; 44(6): 450-4. PMID 16257674 

29. Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services. National Coverage Determination (NCD) for 

Osteogenic Stimulators (150.2). 2005; https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-

database/view/ncd.aspx?NCDId=65. 

30. Wu AM, Bisignano C, James SL, et al. Global, regional, and national burden of bone fractures 

in 204 countries and territories, 1990-2019: a systematic analysis from the Global Burden of 

Disease Study 2019. Lancet Healthy Longev. Sep 2021; 2(9): e580-e592. PMID 34723233 

31. Buza JA, Einhorn T. Bone healing in 2016. Clin Cases Miner Bone Metab. 2016; 13(2): 101-

105. PMID 27920804 

32. Bhandari M, Fong K, Sprague S, et al. Variability in the definition and perceived causes of 

delayed unions and nonunions: a cross-sectional, multinational survey of orthopaedic surgeons. 

J Bone Joint Surg Am. Aug 01 2012; 94(15): e1091-6. PMID 22854998 

33. Schandelmaier S, Kaushal A, Lytvyn L, et al. Low intensity pulsed ultrasound for bone healing: 

systematic review of randomized controlled trials. BMJ. Feb 22 2017; 356: j656. PMID 

28348110 

34. Seger EW, Jauregui JJ, Horton SA, et al. Low-Intensity Pulsed Ultrasound for Nonoperative 

Treatment of Scaphoid Nonunions: A Meta-Analysis. Hand (N Y). May 2018; 13(3): 275-280. 

PMID 28391752 

35. Lou S, Lv H, Li Z, et al. The effects of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound on fresh fracture: A meta-

analysis. Medicine (Baltimore). Sep 2017; 96(39): e8181. PMID 28953676 

36. Leighton R, Watson JT, Giannoudis P, et al. Healing of fracture nonunions treated with low-

intensity pulsed ultrasound (LIPUS): A systematic review and meta-analysis. Injury. Jul 2017; 

48(7): 1339-1347. PMID 28532896 

37. Leighton R, Phillips M, Bhandari M, et al. Low intensity pulsed ultrasound (LIPUS) use for the 

management of instrumented, infected, and fragility non-unions: a systematic review and meta-

analysis of healing proportions. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. Jun 11 2021; 22(1): 532. PMID 

34116673 

https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-database/view/ncd.aspx?NCDId=65
https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-database/view/ncd.aspx?NCDId=65


Bone Growth Stimulation 

 

Policy # 00011 

Original Effective Date: 05/01/1995 

Current Effective Date: 02/23/2025 

 

Page 15 of 22 
 
 
 

38. Searle HK, Lewis SR, Coyle C, et al. Ultrasound and shockwave therapy for acute fractures in 

adults. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. Mar 03 2023; 3(3): CD008579. PMID 36866917 

39. Busse JW, Kaur J, Mollon B, et al. Low intensity pulsed ultrasonography for fractures: 

systematic review of randomised controlled trials. BMJ. Feb 27 2009; 338: b351. PMID 

19251751 

40. Schortinghuis J, Bronckers AL, Stegenga B, et al. Ultrasound to stimulate early bone formation 

in a distraction gap: a double blind randomised clinical pilot trial in the edentulous mandible. 

Arch Oral Biol. Apr 2005; 50(4): 411-20. PMID 15748694 

41. Schortinghuis J, Bronckers AL, Gravendeel J, et al. The effect of ultrasound on osteogenesis in 

the vertically distracted edentulous mandible: a double-blind trial. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 

Nov 2008; 37(11): 1014-21. PMID 18757179 

42. Strauss E, Ryaby JP, McCabe J. Treatment of Jones' fractures of the foot with adjunctive use of 

low-pulsed ultrasound stimulation. J Orthop Trauma. 1999;13(4):310. 

https://journals.lww.com/jorthotrauma/Citation/1999/05000/Treatment_of_Jones__fractures_of

the_foot_with.76.aspx. 

43. Busse JW, Bhandari M, Einhorn TA, et al. Re-evaluation of low intensity pulsed ultrasound in 

treatment of tibial fractures (TRUST): randomized clinical trial. BMJ. Oct 25 2016; 355: i5351. 

PMID 27797787 

44. Tarride JE, Hopkins RB, Blackhouse G, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound for treatment of 

tibial fractures: an economic evaluation of the TRUST study. Bone Joint J. Nov 2017; 99-B(11): 

1526-1532. PMID 29092994 

45. Emami A, Petrén-Mallmin M, Larsson S. No effect of low-intensity ultrasound on healing time 

of intramedullary fixed tibial fractures. J Orthop Trauma. May 1999; 13(4): 252-7. PMID 

10342350 

46. Gopalan A, Panneerselvam E, Doss GT, et al. Evaluation of Efficacy of Low Intensity Pulsed 

Ultrasound in Facilitating Mandibular Fracture Healing-A Blinded Randomized Controlled 

Clinical Trial. J Oral Maxillofac Surg. Jun 2020; 78(6): 997.e1-997.e7. PMID 32145206 

47. Lubbert PH, van der Rijt RH, Hoorntje LE, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound (LIPUS) in 

fresh clavicle fractures: a multi-centre double blind randomised controlled trial. Injury. Dec 

2008; 39(12): 1444-52. PMID 18656872 

48. Schofer MD, Block JE, Aigner J, et al. Improved healing response in delayed unions of the tibia 

with low-intensity pulsed ultrasound: results of a randomized sham-controlled trial. BMC 

Musculoskelet Disord. Oct 08 2010; 11: 229. PMID 20932272 

49. Ricardo M. The effect of ultrasound on the healing of muscle-pediculated bone graft in scaphoid 

non-union. Int Orthop. Apr 2006; 30(2): 123-7. PMID 16474939 

50. Nolte P, Anderson R, Strauss E, et al. Heal rate of metatarsal fractures: A propensity-matching 

study of patients treated with low-intensity pulsed ultrasound (LIPUS) vs. surgical and other 

treatments. Injury. Nov 2016; 47(11): 2584-2590. PMID 27641221 

51. Rue JP, Armstrong DW, Frassica FJ, et al. The effect of pulsed ultrasound in the treatment of 

tibial stress fractures. Orthopedics. Nov 2004; 27(11): 1192-5. PMID 15566133 

52. Urita A, Iwasaki N, Kondo M, et al. Effect of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound on bone healing 

at osteotomy sites after forearm bone shortening. J Hand Surg Am. Mar 2013; 38(3): 498-503. 

PMID 23375786 



Bone Growth Stimulation 

 

Policy # 00011 

Original Effective Date: 05/01/1995 

Current Effective Date: 02/23/2025 

 

Page 16 of 22 
 
 
 

53. Goshima K, Sawaguchi T, Horii T, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound does not promote bone 

healing and functional recovery after open wedge high tibial osteotomy. Bone Jt Open. Nov 

2022; 3(11): 885-893. PMID 36373863 

54. Dudda M, Hauser J, Muhr G, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound as a useful adjuvant during 

distraction osteogenesis: a prospective, randomized controlled trial. J Trauma. Nov 2011; 71(5): 

1376-80. PMID 22071933 

55. Salem KH, Schmelz A. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound shortens the treatment time in tibial 

distraction osteogenesis. Int Orthop. Jul 2014; 38(7): 1477-82. PMID 24390009 

56. El-Mowafi H, Mohsen M. The effect of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound on callus maturation in 

tibial distraction osteogenesis. Int Orthop. Apr 2005; 29(2): 121-4. PMID 15685456 

57. Tsumaki N, Kakiuchi M, Sasaki J, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound accelerates maturation 

of callus in patients treated with opening-wedge high tibial osteotomy by hemicallotasis. J Bone 

Joint Surg Am. Nov 2004; 86(11): 2399-405. PMID 15523009 

58. Lou S, Lv H, Li Z, et al. Effect of low-intensity pulsed ultrasound on distraction osteogenesis: a 

systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. J Orthop Surg Res. Aug 17 

2018; 13(1): 205. PMID 30119631 

59. Song MH, Kim TJ, Kang SH, et al. Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound enhances callus 

consolidation in distraction osteogenesis of the tibia by the technique of lengthening over the 

nail procedure. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. Mar 14 2019; 20(1): 108. PMID 30871538 

60. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE). EXOGEN ultrasound bone healing 

system for long bone fractures with non-union or delayed healing [MTG12]. 2013 (Updated 

2019); https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/mtg12.  

61. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE). Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound to 

promote healing of fresh fractures at low risk of non-healing [IPG621]. 2018; 

https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ipg621.  

62. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE). Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound to 

promote healing of fresh fractures at high risk of non-healing [IPG622]. 2018; 

https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ipg622.  

63. National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE). Low-intensity pulsed ultrasound to 

promote healing of delayed-union and non-union fractures [IPG623]. 2018; 

https://www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ipg623. 

64. American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons. Management of distal radius fractures. 2021; 

https://www.aaos.org/quality/quality-programs/upper-extremity-programs/distal-radius-

fractures/. 

65. American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons. Management of hip fractures in older adults. 

2021; https://www.aaos.org/quality/quality-programs/lower-extremity-programs/hip-fractures-

in-the-elderly/. Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services. National Coverage Decision for 

Osteogenic Stimulators (150.2). 2005; https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-

database/details/ncd-

details.aspx?NCDId=65&ncdver=2&DocID=150.2&bc=gAAAABAAAAAA&. 

66. Kucharzyk DW. A controlled prospective outcome study of implantable electrical stimulation 

with spinal instrumentation in a high-risk spinal fusion population. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). Mar 

01 1999; 24(5): 465-8; discussion 469. PMID 10084185 

https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-database/details/ncd-details.aspx?NCDId=65&ncdver=2&DocID=150.2&bc=gAAAABAAAAAA&
https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-database/details/ncd-details.aspx?NCDId=65&ncdver=2&DocID=150.2&bc=gAAAABAAAAAA&
https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-database/details/ncd-details.aspx?NCDId=65&ncdver=2&DocID=150.2&bc=gAAAABAAAAAA&


Bone Growth Stimulation 

 

Policy # 00011 

Original Effective Date: 05/01/1995 

Current Effective Date: 02/23/2025 

 

Page 17 of 22 
 
 
 

67. Rogozinski A, Rogozinski C. Efficacy of implanted bone growth stimulation in instrumented 

lumbosacral spinal fusion. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). Nov 01 1996; 21(21): 2479-83. PMID 8923635 

68. Andersen T, Christensen FB, Egund N, et al. The effect of electrical stimulation on lumbar spinal 

fusion in older patients: a randomized, controlled, multi-center trial: part 2: fusion rates. Spine 

(Phila Pa 1976). Oct 01 2009; 34(21): 2248-53. PMID 19934803 

69. Andersen T, Christensen FB, Langdahl BL, et al. Fusion mass bone quality after uninstrumented 

spinal fusion in older patients. Eur Spine J. Dec 2010; 19(12): 2200-8. PMID 20429017 

70. Goodwin CB, Brighton CT, Guyer RD, et al. A double-blind study of capacitively coupled 

electrical stimulation as an adjunct to lumbar spinal fusions. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). Jul 01 1999; 

24(13): 1349-56; discussion 1357. PMID 10404578 

71. Mooney V. A randomized double-blind prospective study of the efficacy of pulsed 

electromagnetic fields for interbody lumbar fusions. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). Jul 1990; 15(7): 708-

12. PMID 2218718 

72. Linovitz RJ, Pathria M, Bernhardt M, et al. Combined magnetic fields accelerate and increase 

spine fusion: a double-blind, randomized, placebo controlled study. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). Jul 

01 2002; 27(13): 1383-9; discussion 1389. PMID 12131732 

73. Gaston MS, Simpson AH. Inhibition of fracture healing. J Bone Joint Surg Br. Dec 2007; 89(12): 

1553-60. PMID 18057352 

74. Pountos I, Georgouli T, Blokhuis TJ, et al. Pharmacological agents and impairment of fracture 

healing: what is the evidence?. Injury. Apr 2008; 39(4): 384-94. PMID 18316083 

75. Foley KT, Mroz TE, Arnold PM, et al. Randomized, prospective, and controlled clinical trial of 

pulsed electromagnetic field stimulation for cervical fusion. Spine J. 2008; 8(3): 436-42. PMID 

17983841 

76. U.S. Food and Drug Administration. Summary of Safety and Effectiveness Data: Cervical-Stim 

Model 505L Cervical Fusion System. 2004; 

https://www.accessdata.fda.gov/cdrh_docs/pdf3/P030034b.pdf.  

77. Coric D, Bullard DE, Patel VV, et al. Pulsed electromagnetic field stimulation may improve 

fusion rates in cervical arthrodesis in high-risk populations. Bone Joint Res. Feb 2018; 7(2): 124-

130. PMID 29437635 

78. North American Spine Society (NASS). NASS Coverage Policy Recommendations: Electrical 

Stimulation for Bone Healing. 2016; 

https://www.spine.org/PolicyPractice/CoverageRecommendations/AboutCoverageRecommend

ations.aspx. 

79. Kaiser MG, Eck JC, Groff MW, et al. Guideline update for the performance of fusion procedures 

for degenerative disease of the lumbar spine. Part 17: bone growth stimulators as an adjunct for 

lumbar fusion. J Neurosurg Spine. Jul 2014; 21(1): 133-9. PMID 24980594 

80. Resnick DK, Choudhri TF, Dailey AT, et al. Guidelines for the performance of fusion procedures 

for degenerative disease of the lumbar spine. Part 17: bone growth stimulators and lumbar fusion. 

J Neurosurg Spine. Jun 2005; 2(6): 737-40. PMID 16028745 

81. Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services. National Coverage Determination for Osteogenic 

Stimulators (150.2). 2005; https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-database/details/ncd-

details.aspx?NCDId=65&ncdver=2&DocID=150.2. 

 

https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-database/details/ncd-details.aspx?NCDId=65&ncdver=2&DocID=150.2
https://www.cms.gov/medicare-coverage-database/details/ncd-details.aspx?NCDId=65&ncdver=2&DocID=150.2


Bone Growth Stimulation 

 

Policy # 00011 

Original Effective Date: 05/01/1995 

Current Effective Date: 02/23/2025 

 

Page 18 of 22 
 
 
 

Policy History 
Original Effective Date: 05/01/1995 

Current Effective Date: 02/23/2025 

10/18/2001 Medical Policy Committee review. Policy revised to include ultrasound accelerated 

healing devices and noninvasive and invasive bone growth stimulators. 

11/12/2001 Managed Care Advisory Council approval 

06/24/2002 Format revision. No substance change to policy. 

11/18/2003 Medical Policy Committee review. Format revision. Policy name changed from 

Fracture Healing Devices to Bone Growth Stimulation. 

01/26/2004 Managed Care Advisory Council approval 

03/01/2005 Medical Director review 

03/15/2005 Medical Policy Committee review 

04/04/2005 Managed Care Advisory Council approval 

04/05/2006 Medical Director review 

04/19/2006 Medical Policy Committee review. Format revision, including addition of FDA and 

or other governmental regulatory approval 

04/04/2007 Medical Director review  

04/18/2007 Medical Policy Committee approval. Coverage eligibility unchanged. 

Rationale/Source updated 

04/02/2008 Medical Director review  

04/16/2008 Medical Policy Committee approval. Coverage eligibility unchanged. Removed 

criterion from patient selection criteria ‘the fracture gap is 1cm or less.” 

Rationale/Source updated. 

04/02/2009 Medical Director review  

04/15/2009 Medical Policy Committee approval. Coverage eligibility unchanged.  

04/08/2010 Medical Policy Committee approval 

04/21/2010 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Added noninvasive electrical 

bone stimulation as a treatment of patients with failed lumbar spinal fusion to be 

eligible for coverage. Added implantable and semi-invasive electrical bone growth 

stimulators to be investigational. Added semi-invasive electrical stimulation as an 

adjunct to lumbar fusion surgery and for failed lumbar fusion to be investigational. 

Added invasive, semi-invasive and noninvasive electrical stimulation as an adjunct 

to cervical fusion surgery and for failed cervical spine fusion to be investigational.  

Updated rationale and references. 

04/07/2011 Medical Policy Committee review 

04/13/2011 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage eligibility 

unchanged.  

10/06/2011 Medical Policy Committee review 

10/19/2011 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. “Based on review of 

available data, the Company may consider low-intensity ultrasound treatment may 

be considered as a treatment of delayed union of bones excluding the skull and 

vertebra to be eligible for coverage” was added to the coverage statement. Used to 

be investigational. “Based on available data, the Company considers implantable 



Bone Growth Stimulation 

 

Policy # 00011 

Original Effective Date: 05/01/1995 

Current Effective Date: 02/23/2025 

 

Page 19 of 22 
 
 
 

and semi-invasive electrical bone growth stimulators to be investigational” was 

removed from policy.  

06/28/2012 Medical Policy Committee review 

07/27/2012 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Criteria for low –intensity 

ultrasound for fresh fractures revised.   

02/20/2013 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Changed criteria statement 

for electrical bone growth stimulation of the spine from “potential” spinal fusion 

surgery to “lumbar” spinal fusion surgery for clarification. Deleted the second 

criteria bullet for the use of electrical bone growth stimulation of the spine as a 

treatment for patients with failed spinal fusion, since this is a duplicate coverage 

statement in the policy.  

06/06/2013 Medical Policy Committee review  

06/25/2013 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Replaced “lumbar” with 

“spinal” in the first bullet of the criteria for electrical bone growth stimulation of 

the spine, so that all spinal fusions are covered with criteria. Deleted “lumbar” from 

the non-invasive electrical bone growth stimulation coverage statement for failed 

spinal fusions. Deleted the investigational statement regarding cervical fusions.  

09/05/2013 Medical Policy Committee review  

09/18/2013 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. “Based on review of 

available data, the Company considers implantable and semi-invasive electrical 

bone growth stimulators for use on the appendicular skeleton to be investigational” 

was added to the coverage statement.  

09/04/2014 Medical Policy Committee review 

09/17/2014 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage eligibility 

unchanged. 

08/03/2015 Coding update: ICD10 Diagnosis code section added; ICD9 Procedure code section 

removed. 

09/03/2015 Medical Policy Committee review 

09/23/2015 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage eligibility 

unchanged. 

03/03/2016 Medical Policy Committee review 

03/16/2016 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Reorganized and clarified 

coverage section. 

10/01/2016 Coding update 

01/01/2017 Coding update: Removing ICD-9 Diagnosis Codes 

03/02/2017 Medical Policy Committee review 

03/15/2017 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Immediate postsurgical 

treatment after appendicular skeletal surgery, stress fractures, and fresh surgically 

treated closed fractures added to existing INV statements. Clarified language in 

coverage statements. Reduced size of rationale section and added guidelines 

section. 

08/03/2017 Medical Policy Committee review 
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08/23/2017 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Added criteria bullet for 

electrical bone growth stimulation of the appendicular skeleton, “The fracture gap 

is 1 cm or less” and changed the verbiage of the last criteria bullet to, “The patient 

is of an age likely to comply with non-weight bearing for fractures of the pelvis and 

lower extremities. Policy coverage changed to include AIM guidelines for primary 

cervical or lumbar fusion. Changed coverage for the use of low intensity ultrasound 

from eligible for coverage with criteria to investigational. 

08/09/2018 Medical Policy Committee review 

08/15/2018 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage eligibility 

unchanged. 

03/07/2019 Medical Policy Committee review 

03/20/2019 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Added “at any spinal level” 

regarding fusion revision in the Patient Selection Criteria for Primary Cervical or 

Lumbar Fusion. Added risk factor criteria for cervical non-invasive bone growth 

stimulation. Deleted non-invasive bone growth stimulation criteria bullet regarding 

current smokers. 

11/07/2019 Medical Policy Committee review 

11/13/2019 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage and criteria for 

thoracic or lumbar fusion and coverage criteria for cervical fusion revised to track 

AIM Guidelines.  

09/10/2020 Coding update 

11/05/2020 Medical Policy Committee review 

11/11/2020 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Added “pulsed” to low-

intensity ultrasound to read low-intensity pulsed ultrasound in the investigational 

statement. Coverage eligibility unchanged. 

11/04/2021 Medical Policy Committee review 

11/10/2021 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage eligibility 

unchanged. 

11/03/2022 Medical Policy Committee review 

11/09/2022 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage eligibility 

unchanged. 

11/02/2023 Medical Policy Committee review 

11/08/2023 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage eligibility 

unchanged. 

11/07/2024 Medical Policy Committee review 

11/13/2024 Medical Policy Implementation Committee approval. Coverage eligibility 

unchanged. 

Next Scheduled Review Date: 11/2025 

 

Coding 
The five character codes included in the Louisiana Blue Medical Policy Coverage Guidelines are 

obtained from Current Procedural Terminology (CPT®)‡, copyright 2023 by the American Medical 

Association (AMA). CPT is developed by the AMA as a listing of descriptive terms and five character 
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identifying codes and modifiers for reporting medical services and procedures performed by 

physician. 

 

The responsibility for the content of Louisiana Blue Medical Policy Coverage Guidelines is with 

Louisiana Blue and no endorsement by the AMA is intended or should be implied.  The AMA 

disclaims responsibility for any consequences or liability attributable or related to any use, nonuse 

or interpretation of information contained in Louisiana Blue Medical Policy Coverage Guidelines.  

Fee schedules, relative value units, conversion factors and/or related components are not assigned 

by the AMA, are not part of CPT, and the AMA is not recommending their use.  The AMA does not 

directly or indirectly practice medicine or dispense medical services.  The AMA assumes no liability 

for data contained or not contained herein.  Any use of CPT outside of Louisiana Blue Medical 

Policy Coverage Guidelines should refer to the most current Current Procedural Terminology which 

contains the complete and most current listing of CPT codes and descriptive terms. Applicable 

FARS/DFARS apply. 

 

CPT is a registered trademark of the American Medical Association. 

 

Codes used to identify services associated with this policy may include (but may not be limited to) 

the following: 

Code Type Code 

CPT  20974, 20975, 20979 

HCPCS  E0747, E0748, E0749, E0760                                                                                           

ICD-10 Diagnosis  All related Diagnoses 

 

*Investigational – A medical treatment, procedure, drug, device, or biological product is 

Investigational if the effectiveness has not been clearly tested and it has not been incorporated into 

standard medical practice. Any determination we make that a medical treatment, procedure, drug, 

device, or biological product is Investigational will be based on a consideration of the following: 

A. Whether the medical treatment, procedure, drug, device, or biological product can be 

lawfully marketed without approval of the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and 

whether such approval has been granted at the time the medical treatment, procedure, drug, 

device, or biological product is sought to be furnished; or 

B. Whether the medical treatment, procedure, drug, device, or biological product requires 

further studies or clinical trials to determine its maximum tolerated dose, toxicity, safety, 

effectiveness, or effectiveness as compared with the standard means of treatment or 

diagnosis, must improve health outcomes, according to the consensus of opinion among 

experts as shown by reliable evidence, including: 

1. Consultation with technology evaluation center(s); 

2. Credible scientific evidence published in peer-reviewed medical literature generally 

recognized by the relevant medical community; or 

3. Reference to federal regulations. 
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**Medically Necessary (or “Medical Necessity”) - Health care services, treatment, procedures, 

equipment, drugs, devices, items or supplies that a Provider, exercising prudent clinical judgment, 

would provide to a patient for the purpose of preventing, evaluating, diagnosing or treating an illness, 

injury, disease or its symptoms, and that are: 

A. In accordance with nationally accepted standards of medical practice; 

B. Clinically appropriate, in terms of type, frequency, extent, level of care, site and duration, 

and considered effective for the patient's illness, injury or disease; and 

C. Not primarily for the personal comfort or convenience of the patient, physician or other 

health care provider, and not more costly than an alternative service or sequence of services 

at least as likely to produce equivalent therapeutic or diagnostic results as to the diagnosis or 

treatment of that patient's illness, injury or disease. 

For these purposes, “nationally accepted standards of medical practice” means standards that are 

based on credible scientific evidence published in peer-reviewed medical literature generally 

recognized by the relevant medical community, Physician Specialty Society recommendations and 

the views of Physicians practicing in relevant clinical areas and any other relevant factors. 

 

‡  Indicated trademarks are the registered trademarks of their respective owners. 

 

NOTICE:  If the Patient’s health insurance contract contains language that differs from the 

BCBSLA Medical Policy definition noted above, the definition in the health insurance contract will 

be relied upon for specific coverage determinations. 

 

NOTICE:  Medical Policies are scientific based opinions, provided solely for coverage and 

informational purposes. Medical Policies should not be construed to suggest that the Company 

recommends, advocates, requires, encourages, or discourages any particular treatment, procedure, 

or service, or any particular course of treatment, procedure, or service. 

 

NOTICE: Federal and State law, as well as contract language, including definitions and specific 

contract provisions/exclusions, take precedence over Medical Policy and must be considered first in 

determining eligibility for coverage. 
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