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The vessels of the right part of the colon, neck and thorax vessels were revealed on the sectional
material in order to revascularize the intestinal transplant from ileocolon at esophagoplasty. Our research
showed, that ischemia of the transplant from ileocolon is possible because of the narrowing or breaking
edge of the vessel at different degrees. Hence, to prevent the ischemic complications the transplant needs
revascularization. It is estimated, that the superficial cervical artery, the inferior thyroid artery and the
internal mammary arteries may serve as the most suitable donor-vessels for its revascularization. Besides,
using the right part of the colon for esophageal replacement suggests the possibility of transplant double
revascularization by means of microanastomosis of two vascular pedicles (the short vascular pedicle of
transplant from ileocolic artery, the long vascular pedicle of transplant from the terminal segment of
superior mesenteric artery) with two donor-vessels on the neck and in the thorax.
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