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ABSTRACT
This paper proposes an efficient optimizer called AdaPlus
which integrates Nesterov momentum and precise stepsize
adjustment on AdamW basis. AdaPlus combines the ad-
vantages of AdamW, Nadam, and AdaBelief and, in par-
ticular, does not introduce any extra hyper-parameters. We
perform extensive experimental evaluations on three ma-
chine learning tasks to validate the effectiveness of AdaPlus.
The experiment results validate that AdaPlus (i) among
all the evaluated adaptive methods, performs most com-
parable with (even slightly better than) SGD with mo-
mentum on image classification tasks and (ii) outperforms
other state-of-the-art optimizers on language modeling tasks
and illustrates pretty high stability when training GANs.
The experiment code of AdaPlus will be accessible at:
https://github.com/guanleics/AdaPlus.

Index Terms— deep learning, adaptive method, Nesterov
momentum, generalization, stability

1. INTRODUCTION

First-order gradient methods have been broadly used in the
training of deep neural networks. The popular first-order gra-
dient methods, in general, can be categorized as accelerated
schemes (e.g. stochastic gradient descent with momentum
(SGDM) [1]) and adaptive methods (e.g. Adam [2] and
AdamW [3]). Adaptive methods generally compute an indi-
vidual stepsize (a.k.a. learning rate) for each parameter and
play a significantly important role in the training of modern
deep neural networks. Especially, Adam [2] can attain rapid
training speed and has been acting as the default choice for
deep learning training.

Much progress on adaptive methods is built upon Adam.
For instance, considering the fact that Adam does not gener-
alize as well as SGD with momentum when handling image
classification tasks, Loshchilov et al. [3] propose the AdamW
optimizer which introduces decoupled weight decay into
Adam and achieves competitive performance as SGDM when
tackling image classification tasks. Based on the observation
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that Nesterov’s accelerated gradient (NAG) [4] is empirically
superior to the regular momentum, Timothy Dozat [5] in-
corporates Nesterov momentum into Adam and proposes the
Nadam optimizer. To achieve fast convergence, comparable
accuracy to SGD, and provide high stability in the training of
a GAN, Zhuang et al. [6] propose the AdaBelief optimizer.
AdaBelief views the exponential moving average (EMA) of
the noisy gradient as the prediction of the gradient in the next
time step and adapts the stepsize according to the “belief” in
the current gradient direction. The advantage of AdaBelief
over Adam mainly lies in the “ large gradient, small cur-
vature” case where Adabelief, unlike Adam, increases the
stepsize as the ideal optimizer does.

It’s obvious that AdamW, Nadam, and AdaBlief all build
based on Adam but enjoy different advantages in terms of
boosting adaptive methods. To combine the benefits of
these three adaptive methods, we propose a new optimizer
AdaPlus which, on the AdamW basis, simultaneously inte-
grates Nesterov momentum as in Nadam and precise stepsize
adjustment as in AdaBelief. To validate the effectiveness of
AdaPlus, we experiment with three typical machine learn-
ing tasks, including image classification with CNNs on CI-
FAR10, language modeling with LSTM on Penn TreeBank,
and generative adversarial networks (GAN) on CIFAR10.
We compare AdaPlus with eight state-of-the-art optimzers
including SGDM [1], Adam [2], Nadam [5], RAdam [7],
AdamW [3], AdaBelief [6], AdamW-Win [8], and Lion [9].
The experiment results demonstrate that AdaPlus outperforms
the other optimizers in simultaneously achieving the goal of
(i) fast convergence, (ii) good generalization ability, and (iii)
high stability in the training of GANs. For example, on the
image classification task, AdaPlus yields an average test ac-
curacy improvement of 1.97% (up to 2.36%), 1.85% (up to
2.0%), and 0.52% (up to 0.89%) over AdamW, Nadam, and
AdaBelief, respectively. Furthermore, on the GAN training,
AdaPlus always attains a low FID score, illustrating pretty
good stability.

The contributions of this paper can be summarized as fol-
lows:

(1) We propose a new adaptive optimizer named AdaPlus,
which builds based on the AdamW optimizer and fur-
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ther incorporates Nesterov momentum as in Nadam and
precise stepsize adjustment as in AdaBelief. AdaPlus
is able to combine the advantages of AdamW, Nadam,
and AdaBelief. To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first adaptive method that simultaneously combines the
advantages of decoupled weight decay, Nesterov mo-
mentum, and precise stepsize adjustment.

(2) We conducted extensive experimental evaluations on
three machine-learning tasks to validate the effective-
ness of AdaPlus. AdaPlus, among all evaluated opti-
mizers, is the best adaptive method that performs most
comparable with SGDM and performs the best in si-
multaneously achieving the goal of fast convergence,
good generalization ability, and high stability.

2. METHODS

Notations In this paper, we let f(θ) ∈ Rd be the loss function
to minimize where θ (θ ∈ R) is the parameter to learn. We
let gt denote the gradient at step t and mt refer to the EMA
of gt. The learning rate is represented by a, the weight decay
is denoted by u, and ϵ is the smoothing term. Moreover, vt

and st respectively denote the EMA of g2
t and (gt−mt)

2. β1

and β2 are the smooting parameters which are typically set to
β1 = 0.9 and β2 = 0.999.

2.1. Modifying AdamW’s Momentum

Inspired by [5], we first rewrite NAG as

gt ← ∇θ−1f(θt−1),

mt ← umt−1 + agt,

θt ← θt−1 − (umt + agt).

(1)

Equation (1) reveals that NAG updates the parameter with
umt rather than umt−1 used in the classical momentum.

To incorporate Nesterov momentum into AdamW, we re-
place the classical momentum mt in AdamW with Nesterov
momentum β1mt−1+(1−β1)gt. Then we rewrite AdamW’s
update step in terms of mt−1 and gt, which is

θt ← θt−1 −
a√

v̂t + ϵ

(β1mt−1

1− βt
1

+
(1− β1)gt

1− βt
1

)
. (2)

After substituting the next momentum step for the current
one, we have

θt ← θt−1 −
a√

v̂t + ϵ

( β1mt

1− βt
1

+
(1− β1)gt

1− βt
1

)
. (3)

That can be equivalently rewritten as

m̄t ← β1mt + (1− β1)gt,

m̂t ←
m̄t

1− βt
1

,

θt ← θt−1 −
am̂t√
v̂t + ϵ

.

(4)

2.2. Precise Stepsize Adjustment

On the basis of Section 2.1, we further integrate the step-
size adjusting mechanism proposed in [6] and finally pro-
pose a new optimizer named AdaPlus. Algorithm 1 summa-
rizes the details of AdaPlus. It’s worth noting that no extra
hyper-parameters are introduced in AdaPlus in comparison
with AdamW and AdaBelief. As shown in Line 7 of Algo-
rithm 1, AdaPlus regards mt as the forecast for gt, escalates
the stepsize when gt approaches mt and decreases the step-
size when gt deviates from the prediction mt.

Algorithm 1 The AdaPlus Optimizer

Require: initial learning rate a = 0.001, β1 = 0.9, β2 =
0.999, ϵ = 10−8, weight decay factor λ ∈ R

1: Initialize time step t← 0, θ0, m0 ← 0, v0 ← 0, t← 0.
2: while θt not converged do
3: t← t+ 1
4: gt ← ∇θft(θt−1)
5: θt ← θt−1 − γλθt−1

6: mt ← β1mt−1 + (1− β1)gt

7: st ← β2st−1 + (1− β2)(gt −mt)
2 + ϵ

8: m̄t ← β1mt + (1− β1)gt

9: m̂t ← m̄t

1−βt
1

, ŝt ← st
1−βt

2

10: θt ← θt−1 − am̂t√
ŝt+ϵ

11: end while

Comparison with AdamW, Nadam, and AdaBelief. We
mainly consider the “large gradient, small curvature” case in
which AdaBelief [6], with precise stepsize adjustment, per-
forms differently from other adaptive methods (e.g. Adam).
The details are shown in Figure 1,

Fig. 1: Illustration of “large gradient, small curvature” case
where current stepsize is small and |g(θt)−g(θt+1)| is small.
An ideal optimizer should increase the stepsize.

We note that the update formulas for AdamW, Nadam,
AdaBelief, and AdaPlus are:

∆θAdamW, Nadam
t = − am̂t√

v̂t + ϵ
,

∆θAdaBelief, AdaPlus
t = − am̂t√

ŝt + ϵ

(5)



Table 1: Maximum test accuracy on CIFAR-10. Higher is better.

Models AdaPlus SGDM Adam Nadam AdamW RAdam AdaBelief Lion AdamW-Win

VGG-11 90.55% 90.48% 88.89% 88.19% 88.64% 90.05% 90.07% 87.71% 89.72%
ResNet-34 94.99% 94.96% 92.99% 93.19% 94.50% 93.33% 94.10% 94.10% 94.72%

DenseNet-121 94.91% 95.37% 93.02% 93.17% 94.11% 93.70% 94.71% 94.54% 94.75%
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(a) VGG-11 on CIFAR-10
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(b) ResNet-34 on CIFAR-10
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(c) DenseNet-121 on CIFAR-10

Fig. 2: Validation accuracy vs. epochs of training VGG-11, ResNet-34, and DenseNet-121 on CIFAR-10.

Equation (5) reveals that the update directions in AdamW
and Nadam are mt/(

√
vt + ϵ), where vt is the EMA of g2

t ;
the update direction in AdaPlus is mt/(

√
st + ϵ), where st

is the EMA of (gt − mt)
2. For the “large gradient, small

curvature” case, |gt| and vt are large, but |gt − gt−1| and st
are small. In this case, an ideal optimizer should increase its
stepsize. It’s clear that AdamW takes a smaller stepsize as vt

is large. In contrast, as done in an ideal optimizer, AdaPlus
and AdaBelief tend to increase its stepsize as st is small. This
demonstrates that AdaPlus can take precise stepsize as Ad-
aBelief does.

3. EXPERIMENTS

We perform extensive comparisons with eight state-of-the-art
optimizers: SGDM [1], Adam [2], Nadam [5], AdamW [3],
RAdam [7], AdaBelief [6], AdamW-Win [8], and Lion [9].
The experimental evaluations include three machine learning
tasks, (a) image classification on CIFAR-10 with VGG [10],
ResNet [11], and DenseNet [12], (b) language modeling on
Penn TreeBank with LSTM [13] models, and (c) Wasserstein-
GAN (WGAN) [14] and the improved version with gradient
penalty (WGAN-GP) [15] on CIFAR-10 dataset.

We implement AdaPlus in PyTorch on the AdamW basis.
The experimental evaluations follow that reported in [6]. On
the image classification task, we train all CNN models for 200
epochs with a mini-batch size of 128 and decay the learning
rate by 0.1 at the 150th epoch. For the language modeling
task, we train LSTMs with 1, 2, and 3 layers on Penn Tree-
Bank dataset where in each experiment, the LSTM models
are trained for 200 epochs with a batch size of 20, and the
learning rate is decayed by 0.1 at the 100th and 145th epoch.

We note that SGDM, Adam, RAdam, and AdaBelief use
the same hyper-parameter tunning strategy as reported [6]
which we do not report in detail due to space limit. Nadam
and AdamW-Win set their default parameter values in the lit-
erature. On the image classification task, we set β1 = 0.9
and β2 = 0.999. For Lion, we use the suggested parameter
in [9] for image classification and language modeling tasks
and search for optimal β1 among {0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9}. For
AdaPlus, we set weight decay as 1e−2 and set ϵ as 1e−8. We
initialize the learning rate with 0.001 for VGG-16 and 0.01
for ResNet-34 and DenseNet-121. On the language model-
ing task, the hyper-parameters for AdaPlus are β1 = 0.9,
β2 = 0.999, ϵ = 1e − 16. We initialize the learning rate
with 1e− 3 and set the weight decay to 1e− 2. For the train-
ing of GANs, we seek optimal β1 among {0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8,
0.9} and set a = 2e − 4, β2 = 0.999, ϵ = 1e − 12, and
λ = 1e− 2.

3.1. Experiments for Image Classification

Table 1 summarizes the experiment on the CIFAR-10 dataset.
Figure 2 depicts the learning curves of test accuracy vs.
epochs for training CNN models of each evaluated optimizer.
When training VGG-11 and ResNet-34, AdaPlus always at-
tains higher test accuracy than the other optimizers. In addi-
tion, when training DenseNet-121, AdaPlus performs the best
among all adaptive methods. In particular, AdaPlus achieves
an average of 1.85% (up to 2.0%), 1.97% (up to 2.36%),
1.07% (up to 1.91%), 1.12% (up to 1.66%), 0.52% (up to
0.89%), 1.31% (up to 2.68%), and 0.42% (up to 0.83%) ac-
curacy improvement over Adam, Nadam, AdamW, RAdam,
AdaBelief, Lion, and AdamW-Win, respectively.



Table 2: Minimum perplexity on Penn TreeBank. Lower is better.

LSTM AdaPlus SGDM Adam Nadam AdamW RAdam AdaBelief Lion AdamW-Win

1 layer 86.22 104.13 88.54 87.98 88.49 88.56 88.59 89.64 86.73
2 layers 71.72 83.80 73.72 73.91 73.43 74.20 72.97 73.65 71.93
3 layers 68.08 86.93 70.24 69.82 69.67 70.01 69.10 69.77 68.03
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(a) 1-layer LSTM
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(b) 2-layer LSTM
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(c) 3-layer LSTM

Fig. 3: Perplexity vs. epochs of training LSTM on Penn TreeBank.

Table 3: FID (lower is better) of WGAN and WGAN-GP on CIFAR-10.

Model AdaPlus SGDM Adam Nadam AdamW RAdam AdaBelief Lion AdamW-Win

WGAN 82.96 299.88 94.15 95.17 93.72 108.09 86.92 77.48 60.10
WGAN-GP 63.70 257.67 76.60 76.54 68.85 94.29 66.63 249.58 64.40

3.2. Experiments for Language Modeling

Figure 3 depicts the learning curves about perplexity vs.
epochs. Table 2 presents the obtained minimum perplexity
(lower is better). The experimental results shown in Table 2
again validate the generalization ability of AdaPlus. When
training the 1-layer and 2-layer LSTM models, AdaPlus con-
sistently attains the lowest perplexity among all evaluated
optimizers. For training 3-layer LSTM, AdaPlus ranks sec-
ond with very comparable low perplexity as AdamW-Win.

3.3. Experiments for GANs on CIFAR-10

In this section, we experiment with the Wasserstein-GAN
(WGAN) [14] and WGAN-GP [15]. As reported in [6], using
each optimizer, we train the model for 100 epochs, generat-
ing 64,000 fake images from noise. We compute the Frechet
Inception Distance (FID) score between the fake images and
the real dataset to assess the generative models. Table 3 re-
ports the final FID score (lower is better). AdaPlus gets the
third-lowest FID score when training WGAN and achieves
the lowest FID score when training WGAN-GP. In particular,
AdaPlus again outperforms AdaBelief, which demonstrates
that aside from precise stepsize adjustment, simultaneously
integrating Nesterov momentum and decoupled weight decay
helps boost the stability when training GANs.

4. RELATED WORK

Unlike SGDM [1], adaptive methods dynamically scale the
gradient according to the EMA of the past gradients. Rep-
resentative adaptive methods include AdaGrad [16], RM-
Sprop [17], and Adam [2], which enjoy fast speed in the
early training period yet exhibit poorer generalization ability
than SGDM. Apart from Nadam [5], AdamW [3], and Ad-
aBelief [6], other variants of Adam also have been proposed
(e.g., Yogi [18], RAdam [7], AMSGrad [19], AdaMomen-
tum [20], and Adan [21]). These adaptive methods target
to achieve the same goal—accelerating the training and im-
proving the generalization at the same time. Very recently,
The XGrad [22] framework was proposed which incorporates
weight prediction [23] into the DNN training to boost the
convergence and generalization of gradient-based optimizers.

5. CONCLUSIONS

This paper proposes a novel and efficient adaptive method
AdaPlus which combines the benefits of AdamW, Nadam,
and AdaBelief and does not introduce any extra parame-
ters. The extensive experiment evaluations demonstrate that
AdaPlus outperforms the other eight state-of-the-art optimiz-
ers in terms of simultaneously considering convergence trait,
generalization ability, and training stability.
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