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Abstract:  Shock W aveBoundary L ayer Interactions (SVBL 1) are crucial for hypersnic vehicle Low magnetic Reyn-
olds numbersMHD equations with weighted ENN scheme were lved © investigate the mechanisn of MHD control on the
boundary layer sparation induced by shock wave The results shov thatM HD ocould move the sgparation point downstrean and
diminish the sgparation bubble, and then alleviate or even finally eliminate the shock induced sparation
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