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Fig. 4: Main steps of polyHIPE formation

Biological properties of PPE polyHIPEs
Table 1: PPE polyHIPE formulations
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Conditions: external phase = mineral oil, PM-DMA (50 wt compared to agueous phase), LAP 0-
[1.33 wt% compared to the aqueous phase), photocuring (15 min, A=365 nm). * Surfactant =
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