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In August 2015, the CALorimetric Electron Telescope (CALET) docked with the International Space Station (ISS). CALET will measure the cosmic
ray electron spectrum over the energy range of 1 GeV to 20 TeV with a very high resolution of 2% above 100 GeV.

This report describes the specific calibration methods, focusing on the calibration of the energy deposit of each channel to obtain an ADC unit
to energy conversion factor using Minimum lonizing Particles (MIP), known as “the MIP calibration.” Following these corrections for the position
and temperature dependence, and also using events extracted using event selection based on likelihood analysis, it was possible to find the
energy conversion factor. With the excellent agreement between the conversion factors obtained from proton and helium MIP data, the validity
of the absolute calibration of the energy conversion factor was confirmed. In the end, this report describes the analysis of the long term
stability of the MIP calibration, from which it was concluded that the time dependence of the MIP peak value was successfully removed.
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Energy calibration of the CALET, launched to the ISS 1mn August 2015 and accumulating scientific data since October

Sor 2015, was performed using both flight data and calibration data acquired on the ground before launch. By taking
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