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Abstract— This work generalizes the classical metriplectic
formalism to model Hamiltonian systems with nonconserva-
tive dissipation. Classical metriplectic representations allow
for the description of energy conservation and production of
entropy via a suitable selection of an entropy function and a
bilinear symmetric metric. By relaxing the Casimir invariance
requirement of the entropy function, this paper shows that
the generalized formalism induces the free energy analogous
to thermodynamics. The monotonic change of free energy can
serve as a more precise criterion than mechanical energy or
entropy alone. This paper provides examples of the generalized
metriplectic system in a 2-dimensional Hamiltonian system and
SO(3). This paper also provides a bilevel convex optimization
approach for the identification of the metriplectic system given
measurements of the system.

I. INTRODUCTION

A metriplectic system combines the structure of the Pois-
son bracket and a bilinear symmetric bracket in a suitable
fashion. The classical formalism of the metriplectic system
induces the first and second laws of thermodynamics, i.e.,
the conservation of energy and production of entropy. To
achieve energy conservation, entropy is chosen as a Casimir
function, whose flow vanishes with respect to the Poisson
bracket. The bilinear symmetric bracket is constructed to
ensure the gradient flow of Hamiltonian vanishes while the
entropy increases monotonically.

However, this special entropy construction and the bilinear
bracket cannot model general complex dissipation, such as
rigid body motion in fluids [1]–[3]. This work introduces a
generalized metriplectic system by relaxation of the classical
formalism in both entropy construction and bracket. We show
that the generalized system induces the free energy, whose
counterpart in thermodynamics is a more precise criterion
than the internal energy or the entropy alone.

In particular, the main contribution of this work can be
summarized as follows.

1) Introduction of a generalized metriplectic system and
induced free energy via the relaxation of the classical
formalism.

2) A system identification approach that identifies the
metric and entropy simultaneously via bilevel convex
programming.

3) Contructive examples of the proposed metriplectic sys-
tem for a 2D system and a system evolving on SO(3).
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Fig. 1: Trajectory of the 2D metriplectic system in the phase space. The
trajectories converge to the zero-level set of the free energy (∞ shape) via
a selected entropy function and metric. The red dots denote the randomly
sampled initial conditions.

4) The software for reproducing the presented results can
be downloaded at link.

II. RELATED WORK

The metriplectic formalism provides a natural framework
for combining Hamiltonian dynamics, represented by the
Poisson bracket, with dissipative dynamics, represented by a
symmetric bilinear bracket. One motivation in the develop-
ment of metriplectic formalism is the unification of dissipa-
tion into well-developed Hamiltonian systems, allowing for
modeling systems that exhibit both energy conservation and
irreversible processes. Early work in geometric Hamiltonian
mechanics, such as Souriau [4] and Abraham and Marsden
[5], provide the foundation for much of the later develop-
ments in this field. On the other hand, the study of dissipation
in Hamiltonian systems has received less attention, largely
due to the broader and more varied nature of dissipative
phenomena.

Several efforts have been made to formulate several classes
of dissipative systems in the context of gradient flows. The
double-bracket formalism, originally introduced by Brockett
[6], see also [7] and [8]. This was further extended to
the mechanical setting by Bloch et al. [9], [10], which
investigates a special type of gradient flow on adjoint orbits
of Lie groups, where the dissipation is driven by a specific
metric structure. In an infinite dimensional setting, diffusion-
like PDEs are extensively studied to model the dissipative
nature of complex physical systems [11]–[14].
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https://github.com/UMich-CURLY/A_Generalized_Metriplectic_System.git


The metriplectic formalism, originally introduced by Mor-
rison [15], is another class of such dissipative systems that in-
corporates gradient flows along Hamiltonian dynamics. The
term “metriplectic" reflects the combination of a symplec-
tic structure, which governs the conservative Hamiltonian
part, with a metric structure that introduces dissipation. In
classical metriplectic systems, Casimir invariants represent
entropy, ensuring the conservation of the Hamiltonian while
allowing for entropy production through dissipation. This ap-
proach enables the modeling of systems that simultaneously
respect the first and second laws of thermodynamics, captur-
ing both energy conservation and irreversible processes.

Applications of metriplectic systems have been explored in
several contexts. In mechanical systems, metriplectic dissipa-
tion can be used for motion control of rigid bodies [16]. For
Lie groups, metriplectic dissipation is considered a forcing
term in the Lie-Poisson equation [17]. From a control-
theoretic perspective, the stabilization of metriplectic systems
was studied in [18] using an invariance principle. Also, as
a nonlinear affine control problem, feedback stabilization of
metriplectic systems was studied in [19], invoking the Hodge
decomposition of Brayton–Moser systems [20].

Initially developed in the context of plasma physics, the
formalism has since been applied to a wide range of physical
systems. In nonequilibrium thermodynamics, the GENERIC
formulation for thermodynamics, introduced by Grmela and
Öttinger [21], builds upon the foundational concepts of
metriplectic systems initially developed by Kaufman [22]
and Morrison [15]. This generalization led to applications in
a wide range of disciplines. In plasma physics, the collisional
effect in the Vlasov-Poisson system was studied in [23],
and dissipative visco-resistive magneto-hydrodynamics was
studied in [24]. In fluid dynamics, the compressible Navier-
Stokes equations have been identified as metriplectic systems
[23], and the formalism has been extended to encompass
general complex fluids [21]. More recent works include
Korteweg-type fluids [25] and the Smoluchowski equation
[26]. Applications have also been seen beyond plasma and
fluids. For example, in statistical mechanics, the GENERIC
formalism of Vlasov–Fokker–Planck equation was investi-
gated in [27].

In parallel to these developments, a more general for-
malism of metriplectic systems has been developed using
triple-bracket structures [28], encompassing both finite and
infinite-dimensional systems. It considers a wide class of
gradient flows arising from the normal metric on adjoint
orbits of a Lie group and the Kähler metric. It uses triple-
bracket structures to successfully generate wide classes of
dissipative systems, including metriplectic so(3) system and
KdV equation with dissipation. More recently, a curvature-
like framework, called metriplectic 4-bracket structure, for-
mulating Riemannian-like metriplectic geometry was studied
in [29].

While the theoretical framework of metriplectic systems
has been well-explored, computational developments in this
area remain scarce, though there are a few developments
worth mentioning. Based on discrete gradient methods,

structure-preserving numerical integrators were developed in
[30], [31], and [32]. A particular application of these methods
to Riemannian-structure induced dissipation was discussed in
[17]. In a different line of research, metriplectic integrators
through neural networks are studied in [33] and [34]. Lastly,
the computationally efficient reduced-order model, based on
proper orthogonal decomposition, adapted to metriplectic
systems, was developed in [35].

III. PRELIMINARIES

Metriplectic systems generalize the dynamics generated
by the Poisson bracket with an additional symmetry bracket
that represents dissipative effects. The metriplectic formalism
provides a useful formulation to link a dynamical system to
its environment.

A. Poisson structure

Consider a differentiable manifold P equipped with a
Poisson structure given by a Poisson (bilinear) bracket:

C∞(P )× C∞(P ) −→ C∞(P ),
(f, g) 7−→ {f, g}, (1)

satisfying the following properties:
1) Skew-symmetry, {g, f} = −{f, g};
2) Leibniz rule, {fg, h} = f{g, h}+ g{f, h};
3) Jacobi identity,

{{f, g}, h}+ {{h, f}, g}+ {{g, h}, f} = 0;

for all f, g, h ∈ C∞(P ).
Given a Poisson manifold with bracket {·, ·} and a func-

tion f ∈ C∞(P ) we may associate with f a unique vector
field Xf ∈ X(P ), the Hamiltonian vector field defined by
Xf (g) = {g, f}. Moreover, on a Poisson manifold, there
exists a unique bivector field Π, a Poisson bivector (that is,
a twice contravariant skew symmetric differentiable tensor)
such that

{f, g} := Π(df, dg), f, g ∈ C∞(P ). (2)

B. Positive Semi-Definite Inner Product

Assume that for each point x ∈ P we have a positive
semidefinite inner product for covectors

Kx : T ∗
xP × T ∗

xP → R, (3)

from which we can define ♯K : T ∗P → TP by

♯K (αx) = Kx (αx, ·) , (4)

and the gradient vector field

gradK S = ♯K(dS), (5)

for any function S : P → R. K defines a symmetric bracket
given by

(df, dg) = K(df, dg). (6)

C. Metriplectic System

A metriplectic system consists of a smooth manifold P ,
two smooth vector bundle maps ♯Π, ♯K : T ∗P → TP



covering the identity, and two functions H,S ∈ C∞(P )
called the Hamiltonian (or total energy) and the entropy of
the system, such that for all f, g ∈ C∞(P ) :

1) {f, g} = ⟨df, ♯Π(dg)⟩ is a Poisson bracket ( Π denotes
the Poisson bivector).

2) (f, g) = ⟨df, ♯K(dg)⟩ is a positive semidefinite symmet-
ric bracket, i.e., (·, ·) is bilinear and symmetric.

3) ♯K(dH) = 0 or equivalently (H, f) = 0,∀f ∈ C∞(P ).
4) ♯Π(dS) = 0 or equivalently {S, f} = 0,∀f ∈ C∞(P ),

that is, S is a Casimir function for the Poisson bracket.
Consider the function E = H + S : P → R. Then the

dynamics of the metriplectic system is determined by

dx

dt
= ♯Π(dE(x(t))) + ♯K(dE(x(t)))

= ♯Π(dH(x(t))) + ♯K(dS(x(t)))

= XH(x(t)) + gradK S(x(t)),

(7)

where XH = ♯Π(dH) and gradK S = ♯K(dS). From the
equations of motion it is simple to deduce the following:

1) First law: conservation of energy, dH
dt = {H,H} +

(H,S) = 0
2) Second law: Entropy production, dSdt = (S, S) ≥ 0.
Thus, metriplectic dynamics embodies both the first and

second laws of thermodynamics. Denote parameterize the
metric K as matrix K, we have the system in matrix form:

ẋ = Π∇H +K∇S.

IV. GENERALIZED METRIPLECTIC SYSTEM

In this section, we relax the conditions in the previous
section to model dissipation that unnecessarily conserve the
energy, i.e, the case that the entropy is not a Casimir.

The condition {S, f} = 0,∀f ∈ C∞(P ) constraints that
entropy is a Casimir function. The constraint on the metric
(H, f) = 0,∀f ∈ C∞(P ) is also chosen to ensure the energy
is not dissipative. However, modeling the entropy as Casimir
makes it hard to account for complex dissipation that do not
conserve energy.

As a generalization, we drop these conditions and we have
the generalized metriplecic system:

dx

dt
= ♯Π(dE(x(t))) + ♯K(dE(x(t))) (8)

Letting x = H , we have:

Ḣ = {dH, dH + dS}+ (dH, dH + dS)

= {dH, dS}+ (dH, dH + dS),
(9)

which does not necessarily equal 0, thus making it possible
to dissipate energy. Then we let x = S, which yields:

Ṡ = {dS, dH + dS}+ (dS, dH + dS)

= {dS, dH}+ (dS, dH + dS).
(10)

To sum them up, we have:

Ė = Ḣ + Ṡ

= {dH + dS, dH + dS}+ (dH + dS, dH + dS)

= (dE, dE) ≥ 0.

(11)

Algorithm 1 Bilevel convex optimization
Require: Measurement of system trajectory {x1, x2, x3, · · · , xm} and

corresponding acceleration {ẋ1, ẋ2, ẋ3, · · · , ẋm}. Initial entropy S(0)

parameterized by θ(0).
for iteration t = 0, 1, . . . do

// Metric search
K(t), θ(t)

LMI←−−− Problem 3 with fixed S = S(t).
// Entropy search

S(t), ψ(t) LP←−− Problem 4 with fixed K = K(t).
end for
return {K(t), S(t)}

Algorithm 2 Stochastic bilevel convex optimiztion
Require: Measurement of system trajectory {x1, x2, x3, · · · , xm} and

corresponding acceleration {ẋ1, ẋ2, ẋ3, · · · , ẋm}. Initial entropy S(0)

parameterized by θ(0).
for iteration t = 0, 1, . . . do

Randomly select mini batch for the trajectory {x1, x2, x3, · · · , xq}
and acceleration {ẋ1, ẋ2, ẋ3, · · · , ẋq} of size q ≤ m.

// Metric search
K(t), θ(t)

LMI←−−− Problem 3 with fixed S = S(t).
// Entropy search

S(t), ψ(t) LP←−− Problem 4 with fixed K = K(t).
end for
return {K(t), S(t)}

Thus, we recover the free energy criterion for a thermal
dynamics process. In this modeling, the dynamics will be
such as to ensure the monotone change of free energy, which
can be an analogy of the Gibbs free energy as a criterion for
chemical reactions.

V. SYSTEM IDENTIFICATION

In this section, we introduce the method to identify the
inner product and entropy via convex optimization, where
we assume the Poisson bracket is known in advance.

A. Problem formulation

Consider a set of the measurement of the trajectory
{x1, x2, x3, · · · , xm} and the associated time derivative
{ẋ1, ẋ2, ẋ3, · · · , ẋm}. Then our goal is to identify the metric
K and the entropy S to generate the systems that best
matches the measurements:

Problem 1 (Identifying the metricplectic system).
Suppose we have the measurements of system
trajectory {x1, x2, x3, · · · , xm} and its time derivative
{ẋ1, ẋ2, ẋ3, · · · , ẋm}. We consider a cost function
r(S,K|ẋi, xi) ≥ 0 and require that r(S,K|ẋi, xi) = 0 when
ẋi = (Π(xi) +K(xi)) (∇H(xi) +∇S(xi)). Thus we have
the optimization:

min
K,S

m∑
i=1

r(S,K|ẋi, xi) (12)

We note that this optimization is defined for all functions
S and metric K that is challenging for numerical implemen-
tation in finte dimensional space.



B. Systems identification via convex optimization

To approximate the S and K in finite dimensional space,
we formulate S and K as polynomial function. Consider the
polynomial basis of an n dimensional system x ∈ Rn with
order up to r:

ϕr(x) = [1, x1, x2, · · · , xr1, xr2, · · · , xrn] . (13)

We model the entropy as a polynomial function

S(x) = ⟨ψ, ϕr(x)⟩, (14)

and K as a element-wise polynomial matrix:

K(x)i,j = ⟨θi,j , ϕs(x)⟩, (15)

with the vector of coefficients ψ and θ.

We consider the cost function to the one-norm of the
residual of the fitted metriplectic field, and we yield the fol-
lowing component-wise convex optimization for the system
identification problem:

Problem 2 (Component-wise convex optimization). Con-
sider that the metric K parameterized by θ = {θi,j} and the
entropy S parameterized by ψ. We minimize the one-norm
of the discrepancy between the measured time derivative and
the fitted metriplectic system:

min
ψ,θ

m∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ẋi −Π(xi)

(
∂H + S

∂x

)
−K(xi)

(
∂H + S

∂x

)∣∣∣∣
1

s.t. ηI ⪰ K ⪰ 0,

− η ≤ ψk ≤ η, ∀k,
(16)

where η is a real number that is sufficiently large to ensure
the feasible set is compact and enable the globally optimal
solutions to stay in the feasible set.

We note that Problem 2 has convex feasible set, while the
cost function is nonconvex as it involves only cross terms
of the coefficients. However, we note that the problem is
component-wise convex when either K or S is fixed. To see
this, when either of ψ or θ is fixed, the cost function reduces
to the one-norm of the linear function of the free variables
and the feasible. Thus, we propose the following bilevel
convex optimization algorithm that optimize the metric K
and entropy S.

For fixed entropy S, we note that the problem can be
solved by the following convex optimization problem with
Linear Matrix Inequality (LMI). Additional slack variables
are also introduced to convert the non-smooth one-norm
objective to an equivalent linear objective:

Problem 3 (Metric search). Given fixed entropy S = S̄ =

⟨ψ̄, ϕr(x)⟩, we search the parameters for the metric via:

min
θ,δ

m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

δi,j

s.t. ηI ⪰ K(x) ⪰ 0,

δi ≥ ẋi − (Π(xi) +K(xi))

(
∂H + S̄

∂x

)
,

−δi ≤ ẋi − (Π(xi) +K(xi))

(
∂H + S̄

∂x

)
,

δi,j ≥ 0.

(17)

As the constraint ηI ⪰ K(x) ⪰ 0 is imposed on all x, we
introduce additional indeterminate variable y to slack it as
a sufficient sum of square (SOS) polynomial condition [36]:

yTK(x)y ∈ SOS ⇒ yTK(x)y ≥ 0 ⇒ K(x) ⪰ 0,

yT(ηI −K(x))y ∈ SOS ⇒ yT(ηI −K(x))y ≥ 0

⇒ ηI ⪰ K(x).
(18)

For fixed metric, we introduce the following Linear Pro-
gramming (LP) to search the entropy:

Problem 4 (Entropy search). Given fixed K = K̄ de-
fined by the component-wise polynomial matrix K̄(x)i,j =
⟨θ̄i,j , ϕs(x)⟩, we search the parameters for the entropy via:

min
ψ,δ

m∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

δi,j

s.t. δi ≥ ẋi −
(
Π(xi) + K̄(xi)

)(∂H + S

∂x

)
,

−δi ≤ ẋi −
(
Π(xi) + K̄(xi)

)(∂H + S

∂x

)
,

δi,j ≥ 0,

−η ≤ ψk ≤ η, ∀k

(19)

Given these subproblems, we summarize the bilevel con-
vex optimization problem in Algorithm 1. We note that
although the Problem 2 is nonconvex though component-
wise convex. Thus, the proposed bilevel optimization is not
guaranteed to converge to the global optimum. To handle the
nonconvexity, we introduce the stochastic version summa-
rized in Algorithm 2, that uses mini batch in each iterations
to bring random search that makes it possible to escape the
local minimum. The mini batch can also avoid large LP or
LMI that bring challenges to the numerical solvers.

Though convergence to global optimum is not guaranteed,
we show that total cost of the algorithm is guaranteed
to converge, under the assumpition that each subproblem
returns a feasible solution with cost lower than the previous
iteration:

Theorem 1 (Convergence of Algorithm I). Assume that
Problem 4 and 3 returns a feasible solution with value no
greater than previous iteration, the cost of Problem 2 is
guaranteed to converge.

Proof. Suppose cost function of Problem 2 as f(θ, ψ), and



(θ, ψ) is initialized at (θ(0), ψ(0)). By Algorithm 1, we
alternately minimize the cost with respect to θ and ψ. We use
the superscript (k) to denote the variable after k-th update.
Under the assumption that solving each subproblem results
in a minimizer that is feasible and lower the cost from last
iteration, we have the chain of inequality: f(θ(0), ψ(0)) ≥
f(θ(1), ψ(0)) ≥ · · · ≥ f(θ(k), ψ(k−1)) ≥ f(θ(k), ψ(k)) ≥
f(θ(k+1)·, ψ(k)) · · · .

Denote that the smallest integer greater than or equal to
a as ⌈a⌉. Then we have a monotone sequence of feasible
solution {(θ(⌈

k
2 ⌉), ψ(⌈ k−1

2 ⌉))}k≥0, with corresponding value
of f as {fk}k≥0. Thus we have that the sequence {fk}k≥0

monotonically decreases with trivial lower bound 0, which
guarantees the existence of f∗ such that limk→∞ fk = f∗

by Bolzano–Weierstrass theorem.

VI. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we provide examples of the Hamiltonian
system with the presented double bracket structure. We apply
MOSEK to solve the LMI and LP in each subproblem in
Algorithm 1.

A. Linear system
We consider a 2-dimensional system with the momentum

p, the configuration state p, and the Hamiltonian:

H(q, p) =
1

2
p2 +

1

2
q2 (20)

with the canonical Poission bracket:

Π(p, q) =

[
0 1
−1 0

]
. (21)

To illustrate the patterns of the free energy E, we consider
the following polynomial function:

E(p, q) = −1

2
(p2 + 4p4 − 4q4)2,

S(p, q) = E(p, q)−H.
(22)

By construction, the zero level set of the free energy exhibit
the ∞ shape that centered at the origin.

We consider the symmetric bilinear map as defined by:

K =

[
1 0
0 1

]
. (23)

The simulated trajectories in the phase space are shown
in Fig. 1. We show that the trajectory converges to the zero-
level set of the free energy given the metriplectic structure.

We further apply the proposed system identification
method to characterize the entropy and metric as the polyno-
mial function given simulated trajectories. Due to the large
number of measurements, we apply the stochastic bilevel
convex optimization algorithm to avoid too many slack
variables δ. We consider to use quadratic polynomials to
model the metric and 8-th order polynomials to model the
entropy. We show that the proposed method converges to
the ground truth value. The evolution of the loss function
is shown in Fig. 2. The total number of slack variables we
introduce is 4000 with mini batch size 2000.

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
10-15

10-10

10-5

100

105

Fig. 2: The convergence of the loss of Algorithm 2 for the 2D metriplectic
system. The loss after solving each sub-problems are shown. Superlinear
convergence rate is observed. As the loss converges to the trivial lower
bound 0, we conclude that the algorithm find the global optimizer in this
case.
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Fig. 3: Trajectory of the metriplectic system on SO(3). The trajectories
converges to the zero-level set of the free energy as a sphere.

B. SO(3) system

Now we apply the framework for a metriplectic system on
SO(3). Consider the Lagrangian in the Lie algebra of SO(3),
i.e, L : so(3) → R, and its corresponding Euler-Poincaré
equations:

d

dt

(
dL

dξ

)
= ad∗ξ

dL

dξ
, (24)

where ξ ∈ so(x). For a rigid body in 3D space, we have the
Lagrangian

L =
1

2
ξTIξ =

1

2
pTI−1p, (25)

where the momentum is p = Iξ and I is the inertia matrix.
Then we have the equation of motion as:

ṗ = Π(p)∇H, (26)

with the cross product Poisson bracket and the Hamiltonian
defined respectively by:

Π(p) = p×, H = L,∇H = ξ. (27)

where (·)× satisfy a×b = a× b,∀a, b ∈ R3. We consider the
free energy to be:

E(p) = −1

2
(p2x + p2y + p2z − 1)2 (28)
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Fig. 4: The convergence of the loss of Algorithm 2 for the metriplectic
system on SO(3). The loss after solving each sub-problems are shown.
The chattering at the last few iterations are due to the numerical issue of
SDP solvers.

and the corresponding entropy becomes:

S(p) = E(p)−H(q). (29)

The metric is chosen as the identify matrix:

K =

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

 . (30)

The simulated trajectories of the system and the result of
the system identification are presented in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4.
We show that the sampled trajectories all converged to the
zero level set of the free energy. We quadratic polynomial
to model the metric and 6-th order polynomial to model the
entropy. The orders of the polynomials are both higher than
the ground truth, which are sufficient to represent the true
systems but also makes it more challenging for numerical
optimization. The size of the mini batch is 2000, resulting
in 6000 slack variables. The cost suggest that the average
of each slack variable is negligible after 350 iterations in
Algorithm 2.

VII. DISCUSSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this work, we have shown that the proposed bilevel
convex optimization can successfully identify the underlying
dynamics via solving an LMI and LP alternately. Though
it is guaranteed that the total cost will converge assuming
that each convex subproblem can solved by the convex
optimization solver with feasible solutions to lower the entire
cost, it is not guaranteed that the solution will uniquely
converge to a minimizer. The non-uniqueness is due to
the possible non-unique metriplectic representations. For a
polynomial representation of the metric and entropy with a
fixed order, multiple solutions may yield identical polyno-
mial vector fields. In future work, it is critical to analyze the
regularity conditions for the uniqueness and identifiability
of the metriplectic systems. As we leverage the off-the-shelf
solver for each subproblem, we are not able to claim any
convergence for the sequence of the feasible solutions shown
in Theorem 1 without details of the numerical solvers. Future
work will investigate the coordinate descent [37] to leverage
the component-wise convexity.

As the robotics systems can be naturally modeled by rigid
body motions that is a Hamiltonian system evolving on
matrix Lie groups [38], considering the dissipative effects
induced by the generalized formalism in control [39]–[42]
and realtime state estimation [43]–[46] on Lie groups could
be interesting future work.

VIII. CONCLUSION

This paper generalizes the classical metriplectic formalism
to Hamiltonian systems with nonconservative dissipation. Via
relaxation the conditions for entropy and metric, we induces
the free energy function as the summation of entropy and the
total mechanical energy of the system. We show that under
the double bracket condition, the free energy changes mono-
tonically. We further provided a bilevel convex optimization
approach for system identification of the metriplectic system.
The proposed system identification approach is demonstrated
in numerical experiments to recover the underlying entropy
and brackets given the observation of the systems.
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