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Fig. S1 TEM image of MnO, nanosheets without FHCPC NPs.
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Fig. S2 (a-b) TEM images of FHCPC NPs (CUR to Ce6 molar ratios (8:1 and 2:1), respectively.); (c-d) TEM
images of FHCPC@MnO,; nanoflowers (KMnQOj, contents (4.5 mg and 0.5 mg), respectively.).

Fig. S3 Digital photo of FHCPC NPs (left) and FHCPC@MnO, nanoflowers (right) (25 ug mL1).
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Fig. S4 Hydrodynamic diameters distribution of (a) Fe;04 NCs; (b) FHCPC NPs; (¢) and (d) FHCPC@MnO,

nanoflowers and their average size statistics.
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Fig. S5 XPS spectrum of FHCPC@MnO, nanoflowers: (a) Fe, (b) O, (c) N, (d) P, (e) S, (f) C, (g) CI, (h) Mn and

(i) O elements, together with their corresponding fitting curves.
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Fig. S6 (a, b) Cell viability of LO2 and (c, d) HeLa cells treated with various concentrations of FHCPC@MnO,

nanoflowers for 24 and 48h in the dark, respectively.
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Fig. S7 Tissue distributions of Fe and Mn at time points of 8 and 24 h after intravenous injection of

FHCPC@MnO, nanoflowers.



Fig. S8 Fluorescence image of tumor-bearing mice excreta at 8h after being treated with FHCPC@MnO,

nanoflowers via intravenous injection.



