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[bookmark: _Toc90751737][bookmark: _Toc164798109][bookmark: _Toc165194709]Figure S1. The molecular packing diagram of Fe-TMPP looking along the crystallographic a direction showing the H-bonding among the molecules.
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[bookmark: _Toc164798113][bookmark: _Toc165194713]Figure S5. The DLS results of three Fe-TMPP aqueous solutions.
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[bookmark: _Toc164798116][bookmark: _Toc165194716]Figure S8. UV-Vis absorption spectra of Fe-TMPP dispersed in aqueous solution for 0−3 days.
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[bookmark: _Toc164798117][bookmark: _Toc165194717]Figure S9. The DLS results of Fe-TMPP in PBS (0.1x) for 0 (a), 12 (b), and 24 hours (c).
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[bookmark: _Toc164798118][bookmark: _Toc165194718]Figure S10. The zeta potential results of Fe-TMPP in PBS (0.1x) for 0 (a), 12 (b) and 24 hours (c).
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[bookmark: _Toc164798119][bookmark: _Toc165194719]Figure S11. A comparison of the PXRD spectra of Fe-TMPP and its lyophilized samples after sonication and kept in different amounts of water for 24 h.
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[bookmark: _Toc164798121][bookmark: _Toc165194721][bookmark: _Hlk163136789]Figure S13. UV-Vis absorption spectra of DPBF (a) and its dispersion in TMPP-F127 (b) and Fe-TMPP (c) aqueous solution with different illumination times. The changes of absorption intensity at 416 nm of DPBF as a function of irradiation time when incubated with TMPP-F127 and Fe-TMPP using blank DPBF as a control (d).
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[bookmark: _Toc164798122][bookmark: _Toc165194722]Figure S14. A comparison of fluorescence intensity of DCF when treated with TMPP-F127, Fe-TMPP, and PBS control.
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[bookmark: _Hlk162878356][bookmark: _Toc164798123][bookmark: _Toc165194723][bookmark: _Hlk160888078]Figure S15. A comparison of the HCT-116 (a), HuH-7 (b), and BXPC3 (c) cell viabilities when treated with gradient concentrations of TMPP-F127 and Fe-TMPP. The DLD-1, PC3, and AGS cells viabilities when treated with gradient concentrations of Fe-TMPP (d).
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	Cell Line
	Culturing Media
	Culture Media Supplier
	Cell Density
	Incubation Time

	4T1
	RPMI 1640
	Elabscience Crop.
	5 × 103
	24 h

	HCT-116
	DMEM
	Procell Life Science & Technology Co., Ltd.
	2 × 104
	24 h

	HuH-7
	DMEM
	Procell Life Science & Technology Co., Ltd.
	2 × 104
	24 h

	BXPC3
	RPMI 1640
	Procell Life Science & Technology Co., Ltd.
	2.5 × 103
	72 h

	DLD-1
	RPMI 1640
	Procell Life Science & Technology Co., Ltd.
	2 × 103
	72 h

	PC3
	RPMI 1640
	Procell Life Science & Technology Co., Ltd.
	2 × 103
	72 h

	AGS
	Ham's F-12
	Procell Life Science & Technology Co., Ltd.
	2 × 103
	72 h
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