
AN ANDO-TYPE DILATION ON RIGHT LCM MONOIDS

BOYU LI AND MANSI SURYAWANSHI

Abstract. We establish an Ando-type dilation theorem for a pair of commuting contrac-
tions together with a representation of a right LCM monoid via either the Cartesian or
the free product. We prove that if each individual contraction together with the monoid
representation has ∗-regular dilation, then they can be dilated to commuting isometries and
an isometric representation of the monoid. This extends an earlier result of Barik and Das.

1. Introduction

The study of dilation theory originated from the celebrated Sz.-Nagy dilation theorem
[SN53, Sch55], which states that every contractive operator T on a Hilbert space H admits
an isometric dilation, which is isometry V on K ⊃ H such that

PHV
k|H = T k, for all k ≥ 0.

Extending Sz.-Nagy’s dilation to the multivariate setting, Ando [And63] proved that a
pair of commuting contractions can be dilated to commuting isometries. However, Ando’s
dilation fails to extend to three commuting contractions due to various counterexamples
[Par70, Var74]. As a result, identifying additional conditions that guarantee the existence of
isometric dilations has become an active and continuing line of research within multivariable
operator theory.

In [Bre61], Brehmer first introduced the ∗-regular condition for a family of commuting
contractions, under which there exist commuting isometric dilations. Recently, Barik and
Das [BD22] showed that for a family of commuting contractions {S1, S2, T1, . . . , Tk}, suppose
{Si, T1, . . . , Tk} satisfies the Brehmer’s ∗-regular conditions for i = 1, 2, then this family of
commuting contractions can be dilated to commuting isometries. This generalises earlier
results of [GS97] for k = 1 and of [BDHS19] for a certain purity condition.

In the non-commutative setting, a family of contractions {T1, . . . , Tk} is called a row

contraction if
∑k

i=1 TiT
∗
i ≤ I. It is called a row isometry if each Ti is an isometry. It was

shown in a series of papers ([Bun84, Fra82, Pop89]) that a row contraction can be dilated
to a row isometry. This is now known as the Frazho-Bunce-Popescu dilation theorem.

The family of row isometries are particularly important in the study of operator alge-
bras because of its close relationship to Cuntz algebras. In his seminal paper [Nic92], Nica
introduced the notion of isometric Nica-covariant representations of quasi-lattice ordered
semigroups. In the special case when the semigroup is the free semigroup F+

k , an isometric
Nica-covariant representation is determined by a family of row isometries. The C*-algebra
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generated by isometric Nica-covariant representations is now known as the semigroup C*-
algebra, which has been generalized to more general semigroups [LS22, Li12]. This spurred
a natural question about isometric dilations for contractive semigroup representations.

In [Li17], the first-named author observed a surprising connection between Brehmer’s ∗-
regular dilation on commuting contractions and Frazho-Bunce-Popescu’s isometric dilation
on non-commuting row contractions. It turns out they are both special cases of dilations
on the family of right-angled Artin monoids A+

Γ , also known as the graph product of N.
Building upon this discovery, one can extend Brehmer’s notion of ∗-regular dilation to rep-
resentations of right-LCM monoids [Li19]. A contractive representation of a right-LCM
monoid can be dilated to an isometric representation if it satisfies the generalized Brehmer’s
condition. Moreover, the minimal isometric ∗-regular dilation is an isometric Nica-covariant
co-extension.

Under this new perspective of ∗-regular dilations, let us revisit the result of Barik and Das.
The family {S1, S2, T1, . . . , Tk} can be viewed as a contractive representation of N2 × Nk,
where S1, S2 determines a representation of S of N2 and {Tj} determines a representation
of T of Nk. The main result in [BD22] can be restated as the following: suppose Si × T , as
representations of N×Nk satisfy Brehmer’s condition for each i = 1, 2, then one can find an
isometric representation of S × T of N2 × Nk.
In this paper, we prove that we can replace Nk by any right LCM monoid P , and the

statement remains true. This establishes a new Ando-type dilation for a contractive repre-
sentation of N2 × P . We then considered the free product N2 ∗ P and obtained a similar
Ando-type dilation result using the same technique. Our proof uses a trick of proving Ando’s
dilation theorem by Davidson and Katsoulis [DK11, Corollary 7.11].

2. Preliminaries

A right LCM monoid P is a unital left-cancellative semigroup such that for all p, q ∈ P ,
pP ∩ qP is either ∅ or rP for some r ∈ P . For any finite subset U ⊂ P in a right LCM
monoid, the right LCM condition implies that

⋂
p∈U pP is either ∅ or rP for some r ∈ P .

We use r = ∨U to denote the latter case. Throughout this paper, we assume P is countable
and discrete.

A contractive representation of a right LCM monoid P is a unital monoid homomorphism
T : P → B(H), where each ∥T (p)∥ ≤ 1. The representation T is called isometric if each
T (p) is isometric. In addition, an isometric representation T is called Nica-covariant if for
any p, q ∈ P ,

T (p)T (p)∗T (q)T (q)∗ =

{
T (r)T (r)∗, if pP ∩ qP = rP,

0, otherwise.

Isometric Nica-covariant representation was first introduced by Nica [Nic92], which plays a
central role in the study of semigroup C*-algebras [CL02, LR96, Li12, LS22]. Right LCM
monoids form an important class of monoids in the study of semigroup C*-algebras [ABLS19,
aHNSY21, BLS17, BLS18, LL20, LL22, Sta15] due to their comparatively tractable Nica-
covariant representations.

An isometric dilation for T is an isometric representation V : P → B(K) on K ⊃ H, such
that T (p) = PHV (p)|H for all p ∈ P . The dilation V is called a co-extension of T if H⊥ is
invariant for V , or equivalently, H is invariant for V (p)∗ for all p ∈ P .
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The dilation V is called a ∗-regular dilation if for any p, q ∈ P ,

PHV (p)∗V (q)|H =

{
T (p−1r)T (q−1r)∗, if pP ∩ qP = rP,

0, otherwise.

The concept of ∗-regular dilation originated from Brehmer’s study [Bre61] on dilations of
commuting contractions, which can be viewed as representations of Nk. In a series of papers
by the first-named author [Li16, Li17, Li19], the notion of ∗-regular dilation was extended
to general right LCM monoids, where it is shown that having ∗-regular dilation is equivalent
to the generalized Brehmer’s condition [Li19, Theorem 3.9].

Notice that when V is a co-extension of T ,

PHV (a)V (b)∗|H = T (a)T (b)∗, for all a, b ∈ P.

Therefore, if V is an isometric Nica-covariance co-extension,

PHV (p)∗V (q)|H =

{
PHV (p−1r)V (q−1r)∗|H, if pP ∩ qP = rP,

0, otherwise.

=

{
T (p−1r)T (q−1r)∗, if pP ∩ qP = rP,

0, otherwise.

Hence, any isometric Nica-covariant co-extension must also be a ∗-regular dilation.
A ∗-regular dilation V0 : P → B(K0) is called minimal if K0 = span{V0(p)h : p ∈ P, h ∈

H}. The minimal ∗-regular dilation V0 : P → B(K0) is unique up to unitary equivalence. A
key observation in [Li19, Theorem 3.8] is that the minimal ∗-regular dilation V0 : P → B(K0)
must be an isometric Nica-covariant co-extension.

This gives us a full characterization of isometric Nica-covariant co-extensions.

Lemma 2.1. Let V : P → B(L) be an isometric Nica-covariant co-extension of T . Then L
decomposes as L = K0 ⊕ K1 such that Ki, i = 0, 1 reduces V . Moreover, V |K0 is unitarily
equivalent to the minimal isometric Nica-covariant dilation (hence ∗-regular dilation) V0 of
T and V |K1 is an isometric Nica-covariant representation.

Proof. Given an isometric Nica-covariant co-extension V : P → B(L) of T , define
K0 = span{V (p)h : p ∈ P, h ∈ H}.

It is clear that K0 is invariant for V . By the Nica-covariance condition, V (p)∗V (q)h ∈ K0

for all p, q ∈ P and h ∈ H, and hence K0 is also invariant for V ∗. Therefore, K0 reduces V ,
and L = K0 ⊕K1 for some Hilbert space K1.
The restriction V |K0 is an isometric Nica-covariant co-extension of T satisfying K0 =

span{V (p)h : p ∈ P, h ∈ H}, and hence is minimal. Consequently, V |K0 is a minimal
∗-regular dilation of T , and by uniqueness of minimal ∗-regular dilations, it is unitarily
equivalent to V0. Therefore,

V ∼= V0 ⊕X,

where V0 is the minimal ∗-regular dilation of T and X := V |K1 is an isometric Nica-covariant
representation, since V is isometric and Nica-covariant. □

Suppose P,Q are two right LCM monoids. We use Q × P to denote their Cartesian
product, and Q ∗ P to denote their free product. Both Q × P and Q ∗ P are also right
LCM monoids [FK09]. Given representations S : Q → B(H) and T : P → B(H), we define
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S×T to be the representation of Q×P that maps (q, p) to S(q)T (p). Since (q, e) and (e, p)
commute in the Cartesian product, S×T defines a representation of Q×P if S(q) commutes
with T (p) for all q ∈ Q and p ∈ P . Similarly, define S ∗ T to be the representation of Q ∗ P
that maps q ∈ Q to S(q) and p ∈ P to T (p). Since elements of Q and P do not need to
commute in Q ∗ P , S ∗ T is always a representation of Q ∗ P .

For the rest of this paper, we focus on the case where Q is either N or N2. Let P be a
right-LCM monoid and T : P → B(H) be a representation. Suppose S ∈ B(H) commutes
with all T (p), p ∈ P . One can treat S as a representation of N by mapping each k ≥ 0 to
Sk. Since S commutes with T , one can define the representation S × T : N× P → B(H) by

S × T (n, p) = SnT (p).

Now suppose S1, S2 are two commuting contractions that both commute with T . Since
S1, S2 commute, they define a representation S1 × S2 of N2 by

(S1 × S2)(n,m) = Sn
1S

m
2 .

From here, we can similarly define the representation (S1 × S2)× T of N2 × P by

(S1 × S2)× T (n,m, p) = Sn
1S

m
2 T (p).

Recall, two operators A,B doubly commute if AB = BA and A∗B = BA∗. Suppose B
is a representation of P . We say A and B doubly commute if A and B(p) doubly commute
for each p ∈ P . The following Lemma is a well-known fact about isometric Nica-covariant
representations of N× P .

Lemma 2.2. Let V ∈ B(K) be an isometry and W : P → B(K) be an isometric Nica-
covariant representation of P . Then V ×W is an isometric Nica-covariant representation
of N× P if and only if V and W doubly commute.

Finally, for any contraction S ∈ B(H) and representation T : P → B(H), one can always
define S ∗T to be the representation that maps the elements in P to T (p) and the generator
for N to S. The following Lemma characterizes isometric Nica-covariant representations of
N ∗ P .

Lemma 2.3. Let V ∈ B(K) be an isometry and W : P → B(K) be an isometric Nica-
covariant representation of P . Let P0 denote the set of all invertible elements in P . Then,
V ∗ W is an isometric Nica-covariant representation of N ∗ P if and only if V and W (p)
have orthogonal ranges for all p /∈ P0, or equivalently, V V ∗ +W (p)W (p)∗ ≤ I.

3. Main Results

The main goal of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let P be a right LCM monoid and let (S1×S2)×T be a contractive represen-
tation of N2 × P on H. Suppose that each Si × T has a ∗-regular dilation for i = 1, 2. Then
there exists an isometric dilation (V1×V2)×W of (S1×S2)×T . Moreover, for i = 1, 2, the
representations Vi×W can be chosen to be isometric Nica-covariant co-extensions of Si×T .

Proof. Let Ai × Bi be the minimal ∗-regular dilations of Si × T , acting on Mi, for i = 1, 2.
By [Li19], Ai ×Bi are isometric Nica-covariant co-extensions.
By restricting to P , the representations Bi : P → B(Mi) are isometric Nica-covariant

co-extensions of T . Let W0 : P → B(M0) be the minimal isometric Nica-covariant dilation

of T . By Lemma 2.1, for each i = 1, 2, there exists a reducing subspace M(0)
i ⊆ Mi such
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that Bi|M(0)
i

∼= W0. Replacing Bi by a unitarily equivalent representation, we may assume

that M(0)
i = M0 and hence that

Mi = M0 ⊕Ni, Bi = W0 ⊕ Zi,

for some isometric representation Zi : P → B(Ni). Since Bi is Nica-covariant, so is Zi.
Now define K = M0⊕N1⊕N2. Since Mi := M0⊕Ni, we may identify K ∼= M1⊕N2

∼=
M2 ⊕N1. Define

V1 = A1 ⊕ IN2 ∈ B(M1 ⊕N2) ∼= B(K),

V2 = A2 ⊕ IN1 ∈ B(M2 ⊕N1) ∼= B(K),

W = W0 ⊕ Z1 ⊕ Z2 ∈ B(M0 ⊕N1 ⊕N2) = B(K).

Equivalently, V1 acts as A1 on M0 ⊕N1 and as the identity on N2, while V2 acts as A2 on
M0 ⊕ N2 and as the identity on N1. Since W : P → B(K) is an isometric representation
and satisfies PHW (p)

∣∣
H = PHW0(p)

∣∣
H = T (p), for all p ∈ P , it is an isometric dilation of

T . Since H ⊂ M0, Vi is an isometric dilation of Si, for i = 1, 2. For i ̸= i′, under the
identification K ∼= Mi ⊕Ni′ we have

Vi ×W = (Ai ×Bi) ⊕ (INi′
× Zi′).

Since the identity representation INi′
doubly commutes with Zi′ trivially, it follows that the

product representation INi′
× Zi′ satisfies the Nica covariance relations. As Ai × Bi is an

isometric Nica-covariant co-extension of Si×T , and the summand INi′
×Zi′ is isometric Nica-

covariant representation. It follows that Vi ×W is an isometric Nica-covariant co-extension
of Si × T , for i = 1, 2.

Since Vi ×W is Nica-covariant, Vi and W doubly commute by Lemma 2.2. Consequently,
both V1V2 and V2V1 doubly commute with W . By Lemma 2.2, both (V1V2)×W and (V2V1)×
W are isometric Nica-covariant representations of N× P . Since Vi ×W are co-extensions of
Si×T , H⊥ is invariant for Vi and W and thus both (V1V2)×W and (V2V1)×W are isometric
Nica-covariant co-extensions of (S2S1)× T = (S1S2)× T .
Again, by Lemma 2.1, we can decompose K = K1⊕K2 into reducing subspaces, such that

the restrictions of (V1V2)×W and (V2V1)×W on K1 are unitarily equivalent to the minimal
isometric Nica-covariant dilation M ×W1 for (S1S2) × T , and H ⊂ K1. The restrictions of
(V1V2) × W and (V2V1) × W on K2 are some isometric Nica-covariant representation, and
therefore, we may write

(V1V2)×W = (M ×W1)⊕ (X ×W2),

(V2V1)×W = (M ×W1)⊕ (Y ×W2),

Here, X and Y are isometries acting on K2, while W2 := W |K2 . Moreover, X × W2 and
Y ×W2 are the restrictions of (V1V2)×W and (V2V1)×W on K2.
Let K∞

2
∼= K2 ⊗ ℓ2(N) denote the infinite direct sum of K2, and set L = K ⊕ K∞

2 ⊕ K∞
2 .

Define operators on L by

V ′
1 = V1 ⊕X∞ ⊕ Y ∞,

V ′
2 = V2 ⊕ IK∞

2
⊕ IK∞

2
,

W ′ = W ⊕W∞
2 ⊕W∞

2 ,

where X∞ (respectively, Y ∞) denotes the infinite ampliation of X (respectively, Y ) acting
on K∞

2 . Since Vi×W is an isometric Nica-covariant co-extension of Si×T , and since X×W2,
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Y ×W2, and IK2 ×W2 are isometric Nica-covariant representations of N×P , it follows that
V ′
i × W ′ are isometric Nica-covariant representations of N × P . Moreover, as H ⊂ K ⊂ L

and the additional summands in V ′
i ×W ′ act on subspaces orthogonal to H, each V ′

i ×W ′

is an isometric Nica-covariant co-extension of Si × T .
With respect to the decomposition L = K1⊕K2⊕K∞

2 ⊕K∞
2 , the operators V ′

1V
′
2 and V ′

2V
′
1

admit the block–diagonal forms

V ′
1V

′
2 = (M ⊕X)⊕X∞ ⊕ Y ∞ and V ′

2V
′
1 = (M ⊕ Y )⊕X∞ ⊕ Y ∞.

Let F ∈ B(K2 ⊕K∞
2 ⊕K∞

2 ) be given by

F (k, ξ1, ξ2, . . . , η1, η2, . . . ) = (η1, k, ξ1, ξ2, . . . , η2, η3, . . . ).

Define U = IK1 ⊕ F ∈ B(L). Then a direct computation shows that,

U∗(V ′
2V

′
1)U = V ′

1V
′
2 .

By construction, K1 reduces U and U |K1 = IK1 . Since H ⊂ K1, it follows that H also reduces
U and U |H = IH.

Now define Ṽ1 := V ′
1U, and Ṽ2 := U∗V ′

2 . Then

Ṽ1Ṽ2 = (V ′
1U)(U∗V ′

2) = V ′
1V

′
2 = U∗(V ′

2V
′
1)U = Ṽ2Ṽ1.

Hence, Ṽ1 and Ṽ2 commute. Moreover, since U is unitary and V ′
1 , V

′
2 are isometries, it follows

that Ṽ1 and Ṽ2 are also isometries. Since Ṽi and V ′
i coincide on the reducing subspace K1,

Ṽi are isometric dilations of Si for i = 1, 2.
Now, with respect to L = (K1 ⊕K2)⊕K∞

2 ⊕K∞
2 , we have

W ′ = (W1 ⊕W2)⊕W∞
2 ⊕W∞

2 .

On K⊥
1
∼= K2 ⊕K∞

2 ⊕K∞
2

∼= K∞
2 , W ′|K⊥

1

∼= W∞
2 , which obviously doubly commutes with the

permutation operator F . On K1, U |K1 = IK1 also doubly commute with W ′|K1 . Therefore,
U and W ′ doubly commute.

Now, V ′
i and U all doubly commute with W ′, and therefore, by Lemma 2.2, Ṽi ×W ′ are

isometric Nica-covariant representations. Each Ṽi ×W ′ is a co-extension of Si × T because
it contains a direct summand of the minimal isometric Nica-covariant dilation M × W1.
Moreover, since Ṽ1 and Ṽ2 commute, we have (Ṽ1 × Ṽ2) × W ′ is an isometric dilation of
(S1 × S2)× T . □

Remark 3.2. We point out that in the simplest case, when P = {e} and T (e) = I, Theo-
rem 3.1 recovers Ando’s dilation theorem: two commuting contractions S1, S2 admit commut-
ing isometric dilations V1, V2. In fact, the main technique used in the proof of Theorem 3.1
is inspired by the proof of Ando’s theorem in [DK11, Corollary 7.11].

Example 3.3. When P = Nk, a contractive representation T : P → B(H) is uniquely
determined by a family of k commuting contractions {T1, . . . , Tk}. In this case, Theorem 3.1
asserts that if each {Si, T1, . . . , Tk} admits a ∗regular dilation, then the commuting contrac-
tions {S1, S2, T1, . . . , Tk} admit commuting isometric dilations {V1, V2,W1, . . . ,Wk}. More-
over, for each i = 1, 2, the family {Vi,W1, . . . ,Wk} can be chosen to be doubly commuting
isometric co-extensions of {Si, T1, . . . , Tk}, since for isometric representations of Nk, Nica-
covariance is equivalent to double commutativity of the generators. This yields a short
proof of the main result in [BD22, Theorem 3.9] by identifying S1 = T1, S2 = Tn, and
(T1, . . . , Tk) = (T2, . . . , Tn−1), (see also [BDHS19]).
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As another application of Theorem 3.1, we can obtain a new Ando-type dilation on N2×F+
k .

Example 3.4. Let P = F+
k . A contractive representation T of P is determined by a family

of k (not necessarily commuting) contractions {T1, . . . , Tk}. Let S be a contraction that
commutes with all Tj. Then S × T has a ∗-regular dilation [Li17] if and only if {T1, . . . , Tk}
is a row contraction and

I − SS∗ −
k∑

j=1

TjT
∗
j +

k∑
j=1

STjT
∗
j S

∗ ≥ 0.

In this case, Theorem 3.1 yields the following. Suppose {T1, . . . , Tk} is a row contraction
and S1, S2 are commuting contractions such that SiTj = TjSi for all i = 1, 2 and all j.
Assume that

I − SiS
∗
i −

k∑
j=1

TjT
∗
j +

k∑
j=1

SiTjT
∗
j S

∗
i ≥ 0, i = 1, 2.

Then S1 and S2 dilate to commuting isometries V1 and V2, and {Tj} dilates to a row isometry
{Wj}. Moreover, for each i = 1, 2, Vi doubly commutes with each Wj.
We emphasize that one cannot, in general, expect V1 and V2 to be doubly commuting.

Indeed, arranging this additional property would amount to producing a Nica-covariant
(hence ∗-regular) isometric dilation of (S1 × S2) × T , which is known to be equivalent to a
stronger positivity condition in [Li17].

We now consider the right LCM monoid N2 ∗P . Using the same technique as in the proof
of Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.5. Let P be a discrete right-LCM monoid and let (S1 ×S2) ∗T be a contractive
representation of N2∗P on a separable Hilbert space H. Suppose Si∗T have ∗-regular dilation
for i = 1, 2. Then there exists an isometric dilation (V1×V2)∗W of (S1×S2)∗T . Moreover,
Vi ∗W can be chosen to be isometric Nica-covariant co-extensions.

Proof. Let Ai ∗Bi : N∗P → B(Mi) denote the ∗-regular, and hence minimal isometric Nica-
covariant dilations of Si ∗T for i = 1, 2. For i = 1, 2, Lemma 2.1 guarantees a decomposition
Mi = M0 ⊕Ni into reducing subspaces such that, with respect to this decomposition,

Bi = W0 ⊕ Zi,

where W0 : P → B(M0) is the minimal isometric Nica-covariant dilation of T , and Zi : P →
B(Ni) is an isometric Nica-covariant representation.
Define K = M0 ⊕ N1 ⊕ N2 ⊕ ℓ2(P )∞, where ℓ2(P )∞ denotes the infinite ampliation

ℓ2(P )⊗ ℓ2(N). Let
W = W0 ⊕ Z1 ⊕ Z2 ⊕ λ∞ on K.

Here ℓ2(P ) = span{ep : p ∈ P} denotes the Hilbert space with canonical orthonormal basis
{ep}p∈P , λ : P → B(ℓ2(P )) denotes the left regular representation defined by λ(p)eq =
epq, and λ∞ denotes its infinite amplification. The representation λ is isometric and Nica-
covariant.

Let P0 ⊂ P denote the set of invertible elements of P , and set L0 = ℓ2(P0)
∞. Since P is

a monoid, 1 ∈ P0, and hence P0 ̸= ∅. We identify L0 = ℓ2(P0)
∞ with the closed subspace

of ℓ2(P )∞ ∼= ℓ2(P ) ⊗ ℓ2(N) spanned by {ep ⊗ δn : p ∈ P0, n ∈ N}, where {δn}n∈N is the
canonical orthonormal basis of ℓ2(N). It is clear that L0 is an infinite-dimensional separable
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Hilbert space. Therefore, we can pick isometries Ci : Ni ⊕ ℓ2(P )∞ → L0 ⊂ Ni ⊕ ℓ2(P )∞.
Define

V1 = A1 ⊕ C2, and V2 = A2 ⊕ C1.

Then V1, V2 are isometries on K. Moreover, if p /∈ P0, then pP ∩ P0 = ∅, and hence

ranλ(p) = span{epq : q ∈ P} ⊥ ℓ2(P0).

Consequently, ranλ(p)∞ ⊥ L0, and thus, one can verify that Vi and W (p) have orthogonal
ranges for all p /∈ P0. By Lemma 2.3, both Vi ∗W are isometric Nica-covariant co-extensions
of Si ∗ T .

From here, we can follow the same construction as in the proof of Theorem 3.1. One can
check that both (V1V2) ∗ W and (V2V1) ∗ W are isometric Nica-covariant co-extensions of
(S1S2) ∗ T = (S2S1) ∗ T . By the existence of a minimal isometric Nica-covariant dilation
M ∗W1 for (S1S2) ∗ T , we can decompose K = K1 ⊕K2 using Lemma 2.1, under which

(V1V2) ∗W = (M ∗W1)⊕ (X ∗W2)

(V2V1) ∗W = (M ∗W1)⊕ (Y ∗W2)

Define K∞
2

∼= K2 ⊗ ℓ2(N) and set L = K ⊕K∞
2 ⊕K∞

2 . Define operators on L by

V ′
1 = V1 ⊕X∞ ⊕ Y ∞,

V ′
2 = V2 ⊕ IK∞

2
⊕ IK∞

2
,

W ′ = W ⊕W∞
2 ⊕W∞

2 ,

where X∞ (resp. Y ∞) denotes the infinite ampliation of X (resp. Y ) acting on the corre-
sponding copy of K∞

2 . By the same trick as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, there exists a
unitary U ∈ B(L) such that

U∗(V ′
2V

′
1)U = V ′

1V
′
2 .

Moreover, U |K1 = IK1 and U doubly commutes with W ′.
Now Ṽ1 = V ′

1U and Ṽ2 = U∗V ′
2 are commuting isometries and thus (Ṽ1 × Ṽ2) ∗ W ′ is

an isometric dilaion of (S1 × S2) ∗ T . Moreover, since U and W ′ doubly commute, we
have Ṽ ∗

i W
′(p) = 0 for all p /∈ P0. Therefore, both Ṽi ∗ W ′ are isometric Nica-covariant

co-extensions of Si ∗ T . □

Remark 3.6. We remark that the infinite amplification ℓ2(P )∞ in the proof is needed
to make room for the ranges of the operators Ci, since each Vi is required to have range
orthogonal to that of W .

Remark 3.7. Recall, from [Li19], T : P → B(H) has ∗-regular dilation if and only if for all
finite F ⊂ P ,

ZF =
∑
U⊂F

(−1)|U |TUT
∗
U ≥ 0.

Here,

TUT
∗
U =

{
TrT

∗
r , if ∩p∈P pP = rP,

0, if ∩p∈P pP = ∅.
Now, for a contraction S ∈ B(H), to verify S × T and S ∗ T have ∗-regular dilations on
N×P and N ∗P , instead of considering all finite subsets F , the positivity of a much smaller
collection of ZF is needed. One can apply [Li19, Theorem 6.7] to obtain the following
characterizations.
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(1) For S × T on N× P , S × T has ∗-regular dilation if for all finite F ⊂ P ,

ZF ≥ 0, and SZFS
∗ ≤ ZF .

(2) For S ∗ T on N ∗ P , S ∗ T has ∗-regular dilation if for all finite F ⊂ P ,

ZF ≥ 0, and ZF − SS∗ ≥ 0.

Given a simple graph Γ on n vertices {v1, . . . , vn}, recall the right-angled Artin monoid
A+

Γ is the monoid

A+
Γ = ⟨e1, . . . , en : eiej = ejei if vivj is an edge in Γ⟩.

For a vertex v, use Γ/{v} to denote the subgraph by removing v. Our main results establish
the following Ando-type dilation theorem on a class of right-angled Artin monoids.

Example 3.8. Let Γ be a simple graph on n vertices where v1v2 is an edge. Furthermore,
suppose v1, v2 are either adjacent to all other vertices or not adjacent to any other vertices.
Under this assumption, suppose a contractive representation T : A+

Γ → B(H) satisfies that
for i = 1, 2, T |A+

Γ/{vi}
have ∗-regular dilations (as characterized by [Li17, Li25]). Then, by

Theorem 3.1 and 3.5, we know T must have an isometric co-extension V . Moreover, V |A+
Γ/{vi}

are isometric Nica-covarian co-extensions for both i = 1, 2.

As a special case where the right-angled Artin monoid is

A+
Γ = ⟨e1, e2, f1, . . . , fk : e1e2 = e2e1⟩ ∼= N2 ∗ F+

k ,

we obtain the following dilation theorem on N2 ∗ F+
k .

Example 3.9. Consider the special case where P = F+
k . Let {S1, S2, T1, . . . , Tk} be contrac-

tions with S1S2 = S2S1. Assume that, for each i = 1, 2, the tuple (Si, T1, . . . , Tk) is a row
contraction. Then, by Theorem 3.5, there exist row isometric dilations (Vi,W1, . . . ,Wk) of
(Si, T1, . . . , Tk) such that V1 and V2 commute.
Comparing this new dilation result with other known results in the literature, the row

contraction conditions are weaker than the ∗-regular dilation conditions derived in [Li17].
While the existence of row isometric dilation for each pair (Si, T ) individually follows from
Frazho-Bunce-Popescu’s dilation of row contractions, it is not clear that W1 and W2 can be
chosen to commute with each other. We would also like to point out that a result by Opěla
[Opě06] states that the family {S1, S2, Tj : 1 ≤ j ≤ k} has isometric dilations (where Si are
dilated to commuting isometries). However, the row isometric condition is not guaranteed.
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