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Ability Hand ™ Reimbursement Guide Clinical

Dear Valued Practitioner,

This guide provides a series of recommendations to facilitate the reimbursement process. Please note
that PSYONIC does not quarantee reimbursement in any form and shall not be held liable for audits,
issues, or adjustments to its customers’ claims or funding vehicles for any component(s) of the Ability
Hand System. Please contact PSYONIC if you have any additional questions.

PSYONIC recommends using the following HCPCS codes for appropriate billing of the Ability Hand:

L6880

L6881 or
L6882

L6629

Myoelectric Hand with Articulating Digits

L6880 covers an electric hand with independently moving fingers, controlled by
switches or myoelectric signals, and capable of multiple grasp patterns. The Ability
Hand supports various control systems and features six individual motors for natural,
flexible movement. Myoelectric, multiarticulating hands like this have been the
standard for over a decade [2-3], improving both fine and gross motor function by
adapting to a wide range of object shapes.

Automatic Grasp or Microprocessor Control Feature

L6881 and L6882 are both add-on codes for upper limb prosthetic devices, but only
one can be billed per hand. L6881 covers an automatic grasp feature (4], like the Ability
Hand’s slip detection, which uses pressure sensors in the thumb and index finger to
gently reclose the hand when an object starts to slip—mimicking natural reflexes.

L6882 refers to microprocessor control [5], which the Ability Hand also includes. Its
onboard microprocessor allows for highly refined movement, user-specific
adjustments, and unlimited grasp patterns, all programmable via a mobile app.

Electronic Quick Disconnect

L6629 applies to a quick disconnect lamination collar with coupling, such as Ottobock’s
or similar [6]. The Ability Hand includes an electronic quick disconnect (EQD), allowing
for wrist rotation that mimics natural movement and improves function.

Additional Features

L7499 Multifinger Sensorization with Vibration
L7499 is a miscellaneous code used for features not otherwise classified. For the Ability
Hand, it covers the touch feedback system, which uses finger pressure sensors and a
vibration motor to simulate a sense of touch. This feedback helps users feel when they
make or release contact, improving control when handling objects of different sizes and
densities.
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Multifinger Sensorization Supporting Research

Poor manipulability due to the lack of sensory feedback is a leading cause of prosthesis
abandonment [/7-8]. While body-powered prostheses can give users some sensory feedback, these
devices are limited in achievable grasps and can cause overuse injury in the shoulders of the user. The
PSYONIC Ability Hand is the first commercially available multiarticulated myoelectric prosthetic hand
to provide users with touch feedback from multiple digits - namely, the thumb pad, as well as the tips,
pads, and lateral aspects of the remaining individual fingers.

There are several functional advantages to providing sensory feedback in a multiarticulated
prosthesis, including contact detection and body self-identification [9]. An external study by
Matulevich, et al. [10] showed that users could grasp foam, crackers, and hollowed eggs statistically
significantly faster (between 1.4x-3.3x) when using contact detection from pressure sensors on a
prosthetic hand. Another external study by Berke, et al. [11] showed users performing tasks more than
15 seconds faster on average when provided with contact detection.

Internal studies conducted by PSYONIC have
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Incorporating contact detection with vibration feedback in a socket has also shown to statistically

significantly improve prosthesis performance when performing both virtual and real activities of daily
living [13]. Additionally, all users in the study reported the touch feedback was especially useful when
visual feedback was poor (e.g. grasping a hidden object or at night) or when grasping fragile objects.

Finally, Marasco, et al. [9] provides physiological and psychophysical evidence that touch feedback
from a prosthesis helps users incorporate the prosthesis into their self-image. This is critical in
developing a user’s confidence in performing activities of daily living that might prove to be more
difficult or time-consuming without the use of a sensorized multiarticulated prosthetic hand.
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