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Fig. S1. HR-TEM images of the SnO2 materials before and after ammonia plasma treatment: (a) pristine, (b) 5N-, (c) 10N-, (d) 15N-, and (e) 20N-SnO2@CNF.
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Fig. S2. C1s peaks on XPS spectra for SnO2@CNF materials: (a) SnO2@CNF and (b) 20N-SnO2@CNF.
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Fig. S3. The first and the second CV profiles for the anode materials at 0.1 mV s-1: (a) pristine, (b) 5N-, (c) 10N-, (d) 15N-, and (e) 20N-SnO2@CNF.


[image: C:\Users\user\Pictures\잡그림\그림1.png]
Fig. S4. Changes in Coulombic efficiencies in long-term cycle tests with various anode materials at 0.1 A g-1.

< Table S1. Coulombic efficiencies of the anode materials at 0.1 A g-1 >
	Sample
	First cycle
	100 cycle

	SnO2@CNF
	53.6%
	X

	5N-SnO2@CNF
	61.7%
	99.3%

	10N-SnO2@CNF
	62.0%
	99.3%

	15N-SnO2@CNF
	55.0%
	96.1%

	20N-SnO2@CNF
	51.7%
	X
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