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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	  This comprehensive analysis explores the multifaceted causes, profound ecological impacts, and localized management strategies for HABs in the context of Indian lakes, such as Dal Lake, Vembanad Lake, Hussain Sagar, and Chilika Lake, An important topic from an environmental and health perspective.
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