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Fig. S1. ICsy of HKFs and 1929 cells. The x-axis represents the concentration of 5-Fu, and the
concentration values are presented in scientific notation, where 10'=10, 10'3=31.62, 10>=100,

and 102°=316.2.
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Fig. S2. Fluorescence staining and merged micrographs of core-shell structured microspheres

(shell layer: red; core layer: green).
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Fig. S3. Particle size distribution histogram of microspheres.
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Fig. S4. Rheological analysis of SilMA.
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Fig. SS. Histogram of pore size distribution of (a) SiIMA and (b) F@P-B-SiIMA.
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Fig. S6. In vitro degradation profiles.
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Fig. S7. Wound healing rate after treatment by the different groups for 3, 7, and 14 days,

respectively. “ns” indicates no significant difference between groups. “P < 0.05 indicates

statistically significant difference when compared with the control group.
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Fig. S8. Measurement schematic for SEI and ETI.
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