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Figure S1. Conductance vs [SLS]/[TC] (A) and [CTAB]/[TC] (B) diagrams for CMC determination.



Antibiotics 2020, 9, 845

Mass/%

Mass %

DTG/(%/min)

(uw/%)o1a

T ' T L T L] T ¥ T
110 -
-0.97%
100 L0
157.0°C
90
80
70 4 L -10
-62.95%
60 -
50
40 292.1°C -3.75% ~-20
227.2°C : e
30 4
T o T L] T T T
100 200 300 400 500
Temperature’C
(A)
—T7TG
120 T M T T Ll T T
162.4°C Lo
100 -
58.6°C | -
80
L 10
g 604 -63.83%
4 L 15
= 4o
L 20
20 339.7°C
-6.05%
L 25
0 254.1°C
T Al T T T T T -30
100 200 300 400 500
Temperature’C
(B)
——DTA|
110 T T T T T
100 - Lo
90 4
L5
80
1 \.250°C
70
1 L -10
60
50 4 191°C
T L T L T T L T -15
100 200 300 400 500
Temperature° C
©

(uwyoe)/o1a

Figure S2. TD/DTA graph of SLS@TC (A), CTAB@TC (B) and TC (C).
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Figure S3. Diagram of DSC SLS@TC and CTAB@TC.
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Figure S4. IR spectra of TC, SLS, SLS@TC.
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Figure S5. IR spectra of TC, CTAB, CTAB@TC.
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Figure S6. (A) UV spectra of TC in DMSO at 1 x 10, 8 x 103, 6 x 105, 4 x 103, 2 x 105, and 1 x 10° M
respectively (B) Absorbance of TC solution in DMSO at Amax= 269 nm vs Concentration linear graph.
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Figure S7. Minimum Inhibitory Concentration of SLS@TC against P. aeruginosa (A), against E. coli (B),
against S. epidermidis (C), and S. aureus (D).
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Figure S8. Minimum Inhibitory Concentration of CTAB@TC against P. aeruginosa (A), against E. coli
(B), against S. epidermidis (C), and S. aureus (D).
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Figure S9. Minimum Inhibitory Concentration of TC against P. aeruginosa (A), against E. coli (B),
against S. epidermidis (C), and S. aureus (D).
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Figure S10. Minimum Inhibitory Concentration of CTAB towards P. aeruginosa (A), against E. coli (B),
against S. epidermidis (C), and S. aureus (D).
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Figure S11. Minimum bactericidal concentration of SLS@TC towards P. aeruginosa (A), E. coli (B), S.
epidermidis (C) and S. aureus. (D).
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Figure S12. Minimum bactericidal concentration of CTAB@TC towards P. aeruginosa (A), E. coli (B),
S. epidermidis (C) and S. aureus. (D).
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Figure S13. Minimum bactericidal concentration of TC towards P. aeruginosa (A), E. coli (B), S.
epidermidis (C) and S. aureus. (D).
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Figure F14. Minimum bactericidal concentration of CTAB towards P. aeruginosa (A), E. coli (B), S.
epidermidis (C) and S. aureus. (D).
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Figure S15. Biofilms of SLS@TC towards P. aeruginosa (A), and S. aureus. (B).

(A)

(B)
Figure S16. Biofilms of CTAB@TC towards P. aeruginosa (A), and S. aureus. (B).

Figure S17. Biofilms of TC towards P. aeruginosa.



