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	 The experimental material chosen is medicinal plant namely Clitoria ternatea   This study revealed that bacterial isolates from the rhizosphere, rhizoplane, and nodules of Shankapushpi  possess diverse PGP traits. Among them, RSB20 (Stenotrophomonas rhizophila), RPB8 (Bacillus subtilis), and SNB11 (Bradyrhizobium japonicum) showed superior multifunctionality. RSB20 excelled in phosphate solubilization, RPB8 in potassium solubilization, and SNB11 in symbiotic efficiency. Their cumulative performance highlights potential as bioinoculants for sustainable Shankapushpi  cultivation. These isolates could reduce reliance on chemical fertilizers and improve soil fertility.
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