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Figure S1. The EDS spectra of the PCL and PCL/HA scaffolds with different surface treatments.
Table S1. Elemental analysis of the scaffolds using EDS.
C(wt.%) O(wt.%) Ca(wt.%) P(wt.%) Total(%)
Untreated 83.56 15.13 0.02 1.28 100
PCL O, Plasma-treated 80.76 14.62 0 4.61 100
NaOH-treated 81.2 16.64 0 2.16 100
Untreated 79.09 14.65 2.58 3.67 100
PCL/HA O, Plasma-treated 78.61 17.20 1.72 2.47 100

NaOH-treated 77.98 19.19 0.90 1.92 100
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Figure S2. Strut and pore dimensions obtained for the different scaffolds.
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Figure S3. TGA curves of PCL and PCL/HA scaffolds.
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Figure S4. Stress-strain curves of PCL and PCL/HA scaffolds with different surface treatments. (x: Rupture Point, Black:
untreated, Red: Oz plasma-treated, and Blue: NaOH-treated).

Table S2. Mechanical properties of the scaffolds with different surface treatments.

Elastic Modulus (Mpa) Tensile Strength (Mpa) Strain (%)

Untreated 18.25+3.14 5.87+0.52 106.51+9.51

PCL  O,Plasma-treated 19.14+1.14 7.06%0.69 95.04+4.45
NaOH-treated 18.38+2.28 6.9710.63 144.51+7.01
Untreated 19.69+2.13 4.97+1.39 32.38+4.01

PCL/HA O, Plasma-treated 18.09+1.36 5.62+0.38 45.37+3.11
NaOH-treated 19.01+0.98 6.12+0.41 54.24+2.27




