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Scheme S1. The 3D structure of CuSO4
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Scheme S2. The 3D structure of ZOL
[image: image3.png]



Scheme S3. The 3D structure of CuSO4@ZOL
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Figure S1. A.Fitting of the ultraviolet absorption standard curve for DHTPY 
B.cumulative DHTPY release in PBS
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Figure S2 Statistical results of re-epithelialization length (n = 3, **P < 0.01)
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Figure S3 Statistical results of CD31 positive area in the wound tissue (n = 3, **P < 0.01)
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Figure S4. Qualitative analysis of ROS levels in MRSA with different treats (n = 3, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001).

[image: image8.png]ns

I DHTPY

B DHTPY-Cu@ZOL

* %k

o o) o
1

(qwyBbw) uonyesuasuod uabAxpQ

- Control

15-




Figure S5. Detection of oxygen content in cell culture medium (n = 3, **P < 0.01, ns represented no significance).
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Figure S6 Representative images and quantiffcation of HUVECs migration (n = 3, **P < 0.01, ns represented no significance).
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Figure S7 Representative images and quantitation of tube formation assay in HUVECs (n = 3, **P < 0.01, ns represented no significance).
